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Current Topics. 


Tue Appgat list for the ensuing sittings shews a reduc- 
tion on the aggregate at the commencement of the Michaelmas 
Sittings. There were 402 appeals then, and there are 366 now. 
A year ago there were 432. 





Tue Cuancery Cause Lists have nominally fallen from 475 at 
the commencement of the Michaelmas Sittings to 234 now ; but 
this reduction is to some extent accounted for by the fact that 
there appeared in the Michaelmas cause lists 161 actions by 
separate plaintiffs against the same defendant. A year there 
were 303 causes and matters in the lists. There are thirty-five 
company cases. 





Tere Has been little reduction in the formidable arrears of 
the King’s Bench Division. At the commencement of the 
Michaelmas Sittings there were 873 causes, while there are now 
845. A year ago there were 928 causes. 





Owrne ro the illness of Sir F. Jzuns, there has naturally 
arisen an unusual increase of arrears in the Probate, &c., 
Division. There are no fewer than 386 causes awaiting trial. 





Mr. F. A. Inpgrwick, K.C., has been appointed a Commission 
in Lunacy in the place of Mr. C. S. Bacor, resigned. The 


. 


appointment, or the acceptance of it, has excited some surprise. 
That a leader in excellent practice should betake himself to an 
office which may be held by a barrister of five ’ standing, 
and which involves, among other duties, the visiting of pauper 
lunatics, is deemed a rather phenomenal event. The administra- 
tion of the lunacy laws will, however, gain by Mr, Ixomawies’s 


excellent judgment and common sense. 





Tus Arroansy-Gayenat, in his answer to Mr, Rewwarr’s 
question in the House of Commons, was instructed to say that 
“the recent conference at the Guildhall [on the Land Transfer 
Act} was summoned, according to my information, not by the 
corporation, but by the Law and City Courts Committee.” 


Whoever may have suggested this attempt to represent the 
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corporation as not in full accord with the resolution passed at the ; 
meeting will probably speedily repent it. We understand that | Swzer (printed elsewhere), which has been evoked by @ 


the corporation of the City of London are not only using every 
effort to induce the Government to grant an inquiry into the 
working of the Act, but are petitioning the Privy Council to 
revoke the order applying the compulsory provisions of the 
Act to the City of London. 





‘“‘ UntawFuL Possession of a letter of credit for £5,000” was 
the offence charged in recent proceedings before the chief 
magistrate at Bow-street. Letters of credit have for many 
years been extensively used in the United States of America, 
and they are well known in Scotland. Butit is not often that we 
hear of them in the English courts. A letter of credit is a sort 
of primitive or informal bill of exchange, but, unlike a bill of 
exchange, it is not a negotiable instrument. When granted by 
a banker to a customer, it is in form a letter addressed to a 
correspondent of the banker directing him to honour the 
drafts of the customer on account of the bank to a specified 
amount. The correspondent, on production of the letter of 
credit, pays the amount required, taking the customer’s draft 
on the Cokes, and the amount so paid is indorsed on the letter 
to shew how far the credit has been used. Under ordinary 
circumstances the banker only debits the drafts under the letter 
of credit to his customers when they are advised to him, while 
he debits the amount of a circular note at the time when it is 
first issued. Money can readily be obtained from foreign 
bankers under a letter of credit, even when they are not 
sorrespondents of the banker issuing the credit; but, inasmuch 
as the letter of credit is not a negotiable instrument, the pro- 
duction of it does not authorize the payment of drafts under it 
to the person presenting it, if, as a fact, those drafts are forged. 
A letter of credit has, therefore, certain advantages in com- 
—_— with cheques or bills of exchange, but, if we may judge 
y the cases in the Law Reports, it is not regarded with much 
favour in this country. 





No one can read the newspapers without being struck by the 
very great number of foreigners who are charged with offences 
in London. Every kind of crime is constantly being brought 
home in our courts to these very undesirable visitors, from 
murder and the forgery of bank-notes to keeping gaming-houses 
and illicit distilling. England has for many years been the asylum 
of the world, and a City of Refuge for criminals of all nations. 
Up to a certain point, no one wants to change this; and certainly 
no one would deprive political offenders of the protection they enjoy 
under the British flag. But surely we have a right to say that 
forei 3 who choose to live here in order to retain that liberty 
which they would lose if they returned home, shall, while they 
are here, behave themselves properly and observe the laws 
of the country which harbours them. If they will not so behave 
themselves, then there should be some power of expelling them 
from this country, and forbidding them to re-enter a land whose 
huspitality they have abused. Unfortunately there is no such 
power at present, and so we have to put up with the presence 
of a large number of foreign convicted criminals in our midst. 
But if Parliament chose to take the matter up, there would be 
little difficulty in framing workable laws for dealing with these 

A sentence of, say, six months’ imprisonment with 
labour, or any greater punishment, ought necessarily to 
imply banishment for an alien. If an alien, after having been 
declared liable to banishment, is found in this country, he 
should be sent to prison for a fixed minimum period 
of, say, twelve months. Such treatment would not only 
rid our shores of manj foreign criminals, but would have a 
omg in encouraging good behaviour amongst aliens who 
ive here. Of course, exceptional cases would occur, where 
banishment following six months’ imprisonment woull be a 
hardship. Power might very well be given to the Home 
ngs Sg grant licences to remain in the country in such 
(BWA. no discretion need be left to the judge or magistrate. 
After 4 sentence of six months’ hard labour is passed, on proof 
that the priser is an alien, banishment should follow auto- 
matically. 


Our READERS will be interested in the letter from Mr. Cx a 


article last week on Personal Estate and Perpetuities, 
contention is that the rule against limitations of real estate 
children of unborn children who take a previous estate 
life is founded upon ‘the sensible reluctance of the com 
law to allow property to be tied up for too 
riod, and not upon the fantastic notion of such limit 
involving a “double Pare.. 
SwEer is correct, an 


We shall be glad if ® 
if the conclusion derived from th 
learning of Mr. Josaua Witt1ams — and which our com 
spondent admits has had other eminent sponsors—turns out toy 
erroneous. Apparently, Mr. Sweet's suggestion is that Mr. Boom 
invented the application to these circumstances of the mk 


against double possibilities for the purpose of his opinion iy 
Baker's case (2 Cas. & Op. 435), an opinion which Mr. Sway 
discounts by a reference to its being written in th 
country. It is dated, indeed, from Herts, and was written, 
as its contents shew, away from books, but it is difficult 
to suppose that so eminent a conveyancer would indite in 
the country an opinion which would not pass muster in tom; 
and the same idea, moreover, occurs in Mr. Yorxe’s opinion in 
the same case (p. 440). From these sources, or elsewhere, it was 
taken by Lord Sr. Lzonarps (Gilb. on Uses, p. 260, n. (2) ) and 
Mr. Josxua WitttaMs (Real Property (19th ed.), p. 355). How. 
ever, we are not so much concerned now to criticize Mr. Swzzr’s 
contention—which would be impossible in a short note, and which, 
in view of the authorities to which he refers, we should not think 
of doing save with more deliberation—as to call attention to his 
very interesting contribution to the elucidation of an obscur 
question of real property law. 





A case which was last week before one of the metropolitan 
police magistrates, in which a marine store dealer was convicted 
under the Prevention of Crimes Act for buying a quantity of 
metal of less weight than that allowed by the statute, and for 
failing to enter such purchase in a book which should be pro- 
vided for the purpose, draws our attention to an enactment 
which has been found necessary not only in this country but in 
the colonies. Section 13 of the Prevention of Crimes Act (34 & 
85 Vict. c. 112) provides that any dealer in old metals who, either 
saps om or by any servant or agent, purchases, receives, or 

argains for any metal mentioned in the first column of the 
schedule annexed to the Act, whether new or old, in any 
quantity at one time of less weight than the quantity set 
opposite each such metal in the second column of the schedule, 
. be guilty of an offence against the Act. For the purposes 
of this section the term “‘ dealer in old metals”” means any person 
dealing in buying and selling old metal, scrap metal, broken 
metal, lt gy Sg pe rey metal goods, or defaced or old 
metal goods. The difficulty of tracing metal which has been 
stolen to the receiver was experienced many years before the 
Legislature found it necessary to pass a law specifically dealing 
with the matter. In an old case in the Reports the defendant is 
charged with speaking of the plaintiff the words ‘There goes 
dealer in old iron,” the innuendo being that he was a receiver of 
stolen goods. Acts containing similar provisions to those above 
stated have been passed in the colonies, including one to the 
effect that, in the case of stores belonging to the Crown, the 
onus of proving that the dealer came lawfully by them shall be 
placed on him. 





Tux Revort on the Winding up of Companies in 1901, which 
has just been issued by the Board of Trade, is specially interest 
ing from the fact that that year was the first in which the latest 
Companies Act was in operation. ‘The combined effect of the 
Act and of the state of trade was to diminish vory materially 
the formation of new companies, and only 3,132 were regis 

in the course of the year, as compared with 4,510 in 1900, The 
number of new companies has not been so low since 1894, Is 
regard to companies which were wound up, there was les 
variation. The number was 1,618, as compared with 1,804 is 
1900, and the marked preference for voluntary, as compared 
with compulsory, liquidation continues, Thus the voluntary 





liquidations for 1901 were 1,488 in number and fhe 
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pulsory, 110. There were only twenty liquidations under 
Sel ion. The statistics, of penn oe rs seer only with 
companies which went into compulsory liquidation, and the 
Whitaker 
ht group of companies. obligations to the public in 
cash, shares, and debts exceeded £100,000 in the case of eight 
companies, a larger number than has attained this unenviable 
position since 1894, and the total of such obligations, amounting 
to over six million pounds, is far in excess of anything which 
has been seen since the disastrous years 1891 to 1894, when the 
average annual total of such obligations was some thirteen 
millions. Mr. Joun Sarru, the Inspector-General in Companies’ 
Liquidation, gives detailed to shew to what extent 
the insolvency of 1901 was due to the London and Globe 
Finance Corporation and its allied companies, and these 
shew that the total of their — to the public 
was over five millions sterling. is report also gives 
interesting details as to the operations of these companies, but. 
his implied conclusion that the consequent disaster was very 
much the fault of the shareholders, does not teach quite the 
moral we have become accustomed to find in these reports. 
“So long,” he says, ‘‘as large _— were made, it mattered 
not to them [#.., the shareholders] how they were made, 
But they must have known that the business was of the 
most speculative character.” We imagine there will be a 
good deal of sympathy for the view that the report exaggerates 
the real responsibility of the shareholders and lays too little 
stress on the responsibility of the directors to whom they had 
committed their interests. But this is a matter of which the last 
probably has not yet been heard. : 





Wir REGARD to insolvent companies generally, the report | P: 


omits on this occasion the detailed statement as to each company 
compulsorily wound up which has hitherto been given, and Mr. 
Surrs confines himself to the selection of a few typical instances. 
He once more draws attention to the facilities for fraud in fact, 
if not in law, which are afforded by the issue of debentures 
by private companies. ‘‘It is becoming,” he says, ‘increasingly 
a for merchants and traders, in many cases in an 
insolvent condition, and even for mechanics in a small way of 
business, to convert their businesses into companies with a 
purely nominal capital, which neither is, nor is intended to be, 
represented by assets.” He specifies as an instance the case 
of a company which was wound up in the Leeds County 
Court, and which consisted of a cabinet maker in a small wa 

of business and a money-lender to whom he was indebted. 
The only money which was put into the business was put in on 
debentures, but the effect of the operations was to enable the 
business to obtain credit, and some £2,000 was owing to un- 
secured creditors when the debenture-holders stepped in and 
took all the assets. This, and other cases in which the power of 
issuing debentures has been used at the expense of unsecured 
creditors, to give priority to persons who should have been post- 
poned, are probably referable to the period before registration 
of debentures was introduced, but it may be doubted whether the 
Act of 1900 is really strong enough to meet the evil. A different 
class of company is represented by a company which was 
formed to acquire a gold mine which apparently it was 
bond fide anticipated would turn out a success, The inter- 
esting feature is the manner in which the shares went up in 
value on the mere expectation of goid. The company was 
formed in October, 1896; in July, 1897, the £1 shares rose to 
80s.; in 1898 they fell to 5s.; but in 1899 rose in to 30s, 
At the date of the winding up, the shares, which had been 
mriginally allotted to about eighty shareholders chiefly resident 
in Australia, had been transferred into the hands of about 800 
shareholders chiefly resident in England. The promoters had 
practically realized the whole of thoir holdings, though no 
suggestion is made that the fluctuations in price were in any 


a to action on their ge It was simply a case of un- 
expectations, though, as Mr. Sarrm o whether 
Samed Dh pegs have been y coger to ag e shares 
ey an opportunity of seeing how ae we 
themselves miele, may be doubted. But, after all, is it not 
business of a promoter to unload ? 





v. CURIOUS instance Sans estkaie ts chalet tsae of over- 
riding an express statutory ision is affor the decision 
of the Divisional Court (Lord Auverstong, C.J., and Wiis and 
Cuanngxt, JJ.) in Covington v. Metropolitan District Railway Co. 
(ante, p. 160). Eppa wg BaF. the Lands Clauses Act, 
1845, the costs of an inquiry a jury in a compensation 
ous qikte Gah Mah te we ts a Wn ee 
the King’s Bench Division. The effect of this provision 
was considered in Owen v. London and North-Western Railway 
Co. (L. R. 3 Q. B. 54), and it was held that the taxation by the 
master was not like a taxation under an order of the court, so as 
to be subject to review by the court, though ibly the court 
might interfere by certiorari or mandamus if the master did not 
comply with his statutory duty in awarding costs. But on 
the present occasion the question has been of a different 
nature. As long as there was a distinction between taxations 
by a master of the King’s Bench Division and a taxing-master 
of the Chancery Division, it was clear that the provision of the 
statute must be foliowed, and that the taxation under section 52 
must be by a King’s Bench master. But now the distinction is 
a thing of the past. By the rules of December, 1901, the 
Chancery Taxing Office was transferred to the Central Office, 
and the taxations of all matters now take place in the same 
department. Under these circumstances is it competent for a 
ing officer who was formerly attached to the Chancery 
Division to tax the costs of an inquiry under the Lands Clauses 
Act? Ruotey, J., in the above case, held that it was not, and set 
aside a taxation of Master Srorrorta. The Divisional Court have 
held that he was wrong, and that the taxation should stand. 
To argue the question upon the technical relation of the various 
ee Acts and cei rules —, would not be — 
able, especially as the t is obviously proper as a matter o 
ractice. After the ion of the various taxing offices 
it would be absurd to keep up the distinction in question, and 
clearly it could in no case survive the i 
who have been transferred from the Chancery Division. The 
above decision shews, however. that it has already disappeared. 


In A LECTURE on Marine Insurance recently delivered at Salters’ 
y Mr. Dovaras Owen, the lecturer, after referring to the 
existing form of Lloyd’s policy, observed that the principle to be 
acted upon in the in ion of this do was that 
the intention of the underwriter was only to insure against such 
perils as were necessarily incidental to the seas and against 
which no care could guard. These risks were in fact those 
which the shipowners refused to accept. The 
use some years ago undertook the safe carriage 
excluding ‘‘fire and all dangers and accidents of 
these were the perils which the underwriters agreed to cover. 
Of late years, however, ty EI had, little by little, so 
altered the wording of their bills of lading as to 
under no responsibility at all. Consequently, the merchants had 
now to run their on ph nf yy: as or 
” Passing on to the subject average, Mr. 
that it had to a great extent been rendered 
superfluous. It was a form of mutual insurance evolved 
long before the invention of the marine — now 
the earlier system had become a vexatious incumbrance. We 
had now, in fact, two systems of gre poe ay | 
other like Chinese puzzle boxes, and y 
The - — come, he — when we should — =a 
asm average at great expense y, Upon 
ooeny putea in a ship carrying 5,000, 10,000, or 15,000 tons of 
cargo. The lecturer, in con’ ing the abolition of what is 
a great mass of law, seems to assume that this abolition would 
be general pga oy But, Suis — known, oe 
usages die » an be, Sn pen case with some 
ee No su attempt has yet been made to 
introduce anything like harmony in the systems of general 
average vailing among different nations. be still 
more difficult to induce them to agree upon a measure having for 
its object the total abolition of general average. 





one into the 








The memory of the late Cadi of the City af London court is, says the 
St, James's Gazette, to be kept green in a memoir by Mr, Pitt«Lewis, A.C, 
entitled Commissioner Kerr: a ty. 
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The Negotiation of Strict 


Settlements. 
Z. 


TueErE are two classes of strict settlements—viz., settlements on 
marriage and resettlements. Settlements on marriage may again 
be divided into two sub-classes—viz., those where the intended 
husband is seised in fee simple of the property intended to be 
settled, and those where he is only tenant for life of it with powers 
of jointuring and charging portions. 

Where the intended hnsband is seised in fee simple, 
the preliminary question arises whether it is wise to settle 
the land strictly or not. It requires careful consideration in 
each particular case, whether, having regard to all the 
circumstances, a strict settlement is expedient or not. It may 
appear paradoxical, but the existence of a strict settlement gives 
greater facilities to a spendthrift son to ruin the family than he 
would have if the property were settled in any other manner, 
and possibly than if it were not settled at all, and gives greater 
facilities to a spendthrift father to ruin the family than if it 
were settled as personalty by means of a trust for sale. 

It will be remembered that, where a property is entailed, it is 
always possible for the first tenant in tail to borrow, without the 
consent of the tenant for life, on the security of the base fee that 
he can create in the property, and of a policy of assurance on his 
own life against that of the tenant for life. It need hardly be 
said that the consequence of borrowing in this manner is very 
ruinous, and the result generally is that if the tenant in tail sur- 
vives his father and comesinto possession of the property, thecharge 
on it is so large that he is compelled to sell. On the other hand, 
the tenant for life, if he has been extravagant, can, and often does 
in practice, insist on the son’s allowing the debts to be charged on 
the property: see this discussed post; the result being that if 
either the father or the eldest son is extravagant, the property 
is almost certain to be heavily incumbered, if not sold. It has 
been suggested that the consequences of extravagance on 
the part of the son might be guarded against by giving the 
father a power of appointment among the children of the 
marriage, possibly restricted to sons only, in priority to the 
estate in tail of the eldest son, so that it would be hardly 
possible for the son to raise money without his father’s consent. 
This view is correct, but it will be remembered that such a 
power may prevent the settlement from having the operation that 
it is often intended to have—viz., that of making the land devolve 
with a title. 

If the land is not settled, the father can do what he likes 
with it, and therefore, if he is extravagant, he can dispose of it. 
There is, however, no serious risk of the son being able to 
incumber it unless the father dies while he is young, as if he 
shews signs of extravagance, the father will probably tie it up so 
as to prevent him from incumbering it. 

If the land is settled by way of trust for sale, with a declara- 
tion of the trusts of the purchase-money similar to the usual 
trusts of personalty, neither the father nor the son will have 
much chance of incumbering the property, for, bearing in mind 
that a father cannot make a valid appointment to a child in 
es a bargain for his own benefit, it will not be possible 

the father to incumber the fee of the land without the con- 
currence of all the children who attain vested interests; and, on 
the other hand, if a child attempts during its father’s life to 
charge his interest, the father can, by means of the power, 
prevent that child from taking anything, so that the ms case 
in which either the father or the son will probably be able to 
incumber the fee is where the son is the only child who attains 
a vested interest. 

There is another objection to a strict settlement, which is 
partially obviated by the provisions of the Settled Land Act 
—viz., that any money spent by the tenant for life in improve- 
ments sinks into the estate for the benefit of the eldest son. 
It must often happen, in cases where a tenant for life has but 
little property beyond the settled estate, that he feels averse to 
making the improvements that the estate requires because he 
wants all his money for his younger children. Although the 
Settled Land Acts provide for the expenditure of capital money 





for this purpose, the procedure under the Act is somewhy 
cumbersome and costly, and is perhaps useful only in ogy 
where the expenditure is large. 

However, notwithstanding the disadvantages of a strict settl, 
ment, it is a favourite form of settlement among large lanj 
owners in all parts of the country, and in some places ity 
employed in the case of very small properties. The late Loy 
Harnerrey informed the writer that, when he was at the by, 
he once settled a draft of a strict settlement of a cobbler’s shop, 

The gentleman’s solicitor will, of course, bring before him 
advantages and disadvantages of settling the property or of 
leaving it unsettled, and if it be settled, of the difference betwem 
a strict settlement and a settlement by way of trust for sale, anj 
he may point out that in the latter case there is nothing in th 
settlement to prevent the parents from giving all the settlej 
property to the eldest son if they think fit. 

If a strict settlement is agreed upon, it is the duty of the 
husband’s advisers to arrange with him the order of the limit, 
tions and the nature of the powers to be inserted. Where the 
settlement is made on marriage by an owner seised in fee, itis 
perhaps not very usual to extend the limitations in tail to ol: 
laterals, unless the property is destined to support a peerage. If 
the limitations extend to daughters, care should be taken to give 
estates in tail or tail male to the sons of the settlor by any mar 
riage in priority to the estates of his daughters, and powersof 
charging jointure for an after-taken wife and portions for the 
settlor’s children by her should be inserted. Where the pm 
perty is large, sometimes the settlor reserves power to charge a 
lump sum for his own benefit. The provisions for management 
will be considered in the discussion, post, of resettlements. 

The lady’s advisers have to consider whether the limitations 
should extend to the daughters of the marriage, and to see that 
proper provisions are made for the intended wife by means of 
pin-money and a jointure, and for the younger children of the 
marriage by means of portions. In negotiating the amount 
pin-money, jointure, and portions it will be proper to take into 
account the provisions made for the lady and younger children 
out of her own fortune. 

The importance of seeing that a proper provision is made for 
the younger children cannot be over-estimated. Every prac 
titioner must have known paivful cases where the daughters of 
a rich man, accustomed to have the use of servants, carriages, 
and horses, are, on the death of their father, condemned to 
comparative poverty. 

The practical result is that a strict settlement ought not to be 
agreed to unless the property is of such a magnitude that, after 
making ample provisions for the younger children and the wie, 
an income will be left for the person succeeding to the estate of 
such an amount as will enable him to keep it up. It has been 
suggested by a well-known conveyancer that, instead of charging 
portions, the tenant for life should insure his life and secure the 
payment of the premiums out of his life estate, and that the 
younger children should be provided for by means of the policy- 
moneys: see this question discussed 3 Dav. Pre. 458, e¢ seq. _ 

It is not the practice to charge the jointure and portions in 
the settlement itself, but to insert in it powers of charging which 
are exercised by a deed dated after the settlement; the objec 
of having the two deeds being that the settlement itself may be 
retained by the tenant for life, while the deed charging the 
jointure and portions will be handed over to the lady’s trustees. 

It is not the practice to charge large sums for pin-money, but 
if there is any reason for anxiety as to the husband’s future 

sition—as, for example, where he is engaged in trade—it might 

e advantageous to give a substantial sum for pin-money, 
charged, if considered proper, with maintenance for the husband 
and children. 
(Zo be continued.) 








A moot will be held by the Gray’s-inn Moot Society, in Gray'’s-inn Hall, 
on Monday, the 12th of January, 1903, at 8 p.m., before the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Walton, president. All members of the four Inns of Court ae 
invited to attend the moots, and to take part in the arguments, Any 
members of an Inn of Court willing to argue at a moot should write, thee 
days at least before the appointed day, to “lhe Hon, Secretaries, Moet 
Society,”’ The Library, Gray’s-inn ; or should communicate with one of 


them personally, 
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The Liability of Partners. 


[ris a well-settled rule that a principal is liable for the acts of an 
agent done in the course of his employment, notwithstanding that 
those acts are unlawful or even criminal, and, upon the ground 
that partnership is only a particular kind of agency, the same 
rule applies to the acts of a partner done in the course of the 

ership business. An interesting example is afforded by 

e recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Hamlyn v. Houston 

Go. (51 W. R. 99; 1903, 1 K. B. 81). The plaintiff and the 

sfendant firm in that case were grain merchants, the 
defendant firm consisting of two partners, A. and B. 
By arrangement between them, B. left the conduct of 
the business to A. The plaintiff employed a clerk under 
terms which included a stipulation that he should 
not divulge the secrets of his employer relating to the 
business. It was a matter of importance to the defendant firm 
to obtain information as to the business of rivals in the trade, 
and A. induced this clerk by bribes to give him information 
relating to the plaintifi’s customers and to contracts made or 
tendered for by the plaintiff, and also to allow him to have 

ion of one of the plaintiff's books containing entries 
concerning contracts. The plaintiff accordingly brought an 
action against the defendant firm alleging that A. had induced a 
preach of contract on the part of the clerk, and that this 
was an act done in the course of the partnership business 
for which both partners were liable. The findings of 
the jury supported the foregoing statement of facts, and 
induded findings that A. acted in order to obtain advantage in 
business for his firm, and believing-his action to be for the 
interest of that firm; that it was in the course of the business of 
the defendant firm to obtain by legitimate means information in 
regard to the contracts made or tendered for with brewers and 
with buyers of grain by competing firms ; and that the defendant 
firm profited by what A. did. On these findings Kennepy, J., 
entered judgment for the plaintiff for £750, the damages found 
by the jury. 

At first sight it may seem inequitable that a partner who 
takes no share in the actual conduct of business should be held 
liable for acts of a co-partner which are clearly wrongful, and 
which it cannot be supposed that he was authorized todo; but in 
regard to such conduct on the part of an agent generally, the law 
has been laid down in terms which admit of no room for doubt. 
“With regard to the question,” said Wixtxs, J., in delivering the 
judgment of the Exchequer Chamber in Barwick v. English Joint 
Stock Bank (L. R. 2 Ex., p. 265), where fraud on the part of the 
agent had been alleged, ‘“‘ whether a principal is answerable for 
the act of his agent in the course of his master’s business, and 
for his master’s benefit, no sensible distinction can be drawn 
between the case of fraud and the case of any other wrong. The 
general rule is that the master is answerable for every such 
wrong of the servant or agent as is committed in the course of 
the service and for the master’s benefit, though no express 
command or privity of the master be proved.” And subsequently 
headded (p. 266): ‘He has put the agent’ in his place to do 
that class of acts, and he must be answerable for the manner 
mm which the agent has conducted himself in doing the 

usiness which it was the act of his master to place him in.” 

the same learned judge had pointed out in a previous case 
—Limpus v. London General Omnibus Co. (1 H. & C., p. 5389)— 
that it made no difference even if the master had given specific 
instructions against the conduct complained of. If they are 
“disobeyed, the law casts upon the master a liability for the 
at of his servant in the course of his employment; and the law 
isnot so futile as to allow a master, by giving secret instruc- 
tions to his servant, to discharge himself from liability.” 
From the judgment of Bracksurn, J., in the same case, may 
be quoted the statement that “it is admitted that a master 
8 responsible for the illegal act of his servant, even if 

» provided it was within the scope of the servant's 
tmployment, and in the execution of the service for which he 
Was d.” Moreover, “ there is no distinction in this respect 
between the effects of a tortious and a criminal act, provided 
such acts are done by the servant in the conduct of his employ- 


¥ Munday (1895, 1 Q. B., p. 747). 


Partnership, as already observed, is a particular case of agen: 
and hence the same rule applies a it is a question of ternal 
upon one partner liability for the acts of another. The specific 
enactment of the Partnership Act, 1890, is that ‘‘ every partner 
is an agent of the firm and his other partners for the purpose 
of the business of the partnership” (section 5), and from the 
agency thus constituted the usual consequences of that relation 
arise. Inthe present case of Hamlyn v. Houston & Co. (supra) it 
was sought to avoid liability upon the ground that the object 
which the partner A. had in view was in itself unlawful, and 
could not, therefore, be deemed to be within the partnership 
business. The obtaining of information as to secrets of a 
rival firm was said to be a sort of stealing. But the Court of 
—— declined to accept the proposition that a secret is like cash, 
and that to find it out is to commit theft. “According to the 
finding of the jury,” said Cortms, M.R., “it was part of 
the defendants’ business to obtain information as to the 
contracts and tenders of competitors in business, and the 
more secret these matters were, the greater was the value of 
that information to the defendants’ firm. The jury have in effect 
found that it was within the scope of the authority given to A. to 
obtain such information by legitimate means, and I do not see 
that there was anything illegal in so obtaining it.” And if it 
was not illegal to obtain the information, it followed that the 
innocent partner could not escape liability because the means 
actually employed were unlawful. It being within the scope of 
A.’s authority to procure the information, it was immaterial, said 
Maruew, L.J., for the present purpose whether the acts which 
he committed in order to procure it were fraudulent or even 
criminal or not, and his partner was responsible for those acts.” 
Those who employ others, whether as partners or as ordinary 
agents, must take the burdens, as well as the benefits, of the 
employment, and they have to submit to the consequences of 
the acts which are done in the course of the employment, how- 
ever little these acts are in accordance with what they would do 
themselves. 








Reviews. 


Books Received. 


The English Reports. Vol. XXIII: Chancery III., containing 
Reports Temp. Finch—Vernon’s Cases in Chancery, Vols. I and II. 
William Green & Sons, Edinburgh; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Trustee Acts, including a Guide for Trustees to Investments. 
By Artuvr Lee Etus, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Sixth 
Edition. By L. W. Byrne, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The London University Guide, 1902-1903, containing the Regu- 
lations for Examinations to be held in 1903 and 1904. University 
Correspondence College. 

The Education Act, 1902 (2 Ed. 7, ce. 42). Edited, with an Intro- 
duction and Index and Short Notes, by Ernest ARTHUR JELP, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 








Correspondence. 


The Rule in Whitby v. Mitchell. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The article on Personal Estate and Perpetuities, in your 
last number, is not quite fair to the common law, for the writer 
attributes to the common law an absurd doctrine which has never had 
any existence except in the imagination of conveyancers. 

The rule in Whitby v. Mitchell is not derived from the rule against 
double possibilities, but from an old rule of the common law which 
forbids the limitation of successive life estates to the unborn 
descendants of a person ad fafinitum. Thus in CAudleigh’s Case (1595, 
1 Rep, 138a) AS any J., in describing the effect of the Statute of 
Uses, said: ** Uses tn futuro, limited agreeable to the rule of the 
common law, are also, if they come én esse in due time, within the 
purview of the statute, but uses invented and limited in a new 
manner, not agreeable to the ancient common laws of the land, 
such uses are utterly extirpated and extinguished by this act 
and therefore, he said, if a feoffment be made to the use of 
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heir, one after another, for the term of the life of every such heir 
only, in this case, if this limitation should be good, the inheritance 
would be in nobody; but this limitation is merely void, for the 
limitation of an use to have a perpetual freehold is not agreeable with 
the rule of law in estates in possession.” 


In Sheppard’s Touchstone (1600-1620), in treating of the effect of 
the Statute of Uses, the author says (p. 506): ‘‘ Uses that are against 
the rules of the common law shall not be executed by this statute ; 
and therefore, if a feoffment be made to the use of A. for life, and after 
to the use of every person that shall be his heir one after another for 
term of his life [beg a perpetuity] these uses shall not be 
executed, because these limitations are wholly void.” The words in 
parentheses were added by Mr. Preston, in his edition of the Touch- 
stone. : 

In Humberstone v. Humberstune (1716) a testator devised his lands 
to a corporation, upon trust to convey them to his godson for life, and 
after the death of the godson, to his first son for life, and so on to the 
first son of that first.son for life, with similar elaborate limitations by 
way of executory trust to a large number of persons; ‘both court 
and counsel held that to be such an affectation and tendency toa 
perpetuity that nothing was said in support of it,” but the trust was 
executed cy prés, for, as Lord Chancellor Cowper said: ‘‘ Though an 
attempt to make a perpetuity for successive lives be vain, yet so far 
as it is consistent with the rules of law it ought to be complied with ” 
(Gilb. 128, 1 P. Wms. 332). 

Chief Baron Gilbert (1734) states the rule in the same way: “It is 
against the rules of common law that a perpetual freehold for life 
only should descend, because it creates a perpetuity ” (Gilbert on 
Uses, 77). 

Duke », Marlborough v. Godolphin (1759, 1 Eden 404), Seaward v. 
Willock (1804, 5 East 198), and Monypenny v. Dering (1847, 16 M. & 
W. 418) are all to the same effect. In Seaward v. Willock Lord 
Ellenborough said: ‘‘ His [the testator’s] meaning clearly was to give 
estates for life only to his grandson, and after him to his sons, and 
after them to their sons down to the tenth generation; for he has 
added the words ‘ during his or their natural lives ’ to each limitation. 
But this he could not do by law, inasmuch as the law will not allow 
of a successive limitation of estates for life to persons unborn.” 

Similar statements of the law are to be found in the writings of 
Mr. Burton (1828-40; Comp. section — and Mr. Leake (1874; 
Prop. in Land, 334), both of whom explain the rule in Whitby v. 
Mitchell as a check imposed by law on the desire of settlors to tie up 
land for ever. 

Here we have an unbroken chain of authority shewing that the 
rule in Whitby v. Mitchell is merely the statement, in a truncated form, 
of a rule which was described in 1595 as designed to prevent limita- 
tions ‘‘not agreeable to the ancient common laws of the land.” 
How, then, did the doctrine of double possibilities come to trouble 
these peaceful waters? It figures in Chapman v. Brown (3 Burr. 
1626), and a few years later, in 1768, Mr. Booth, being (it is 
said) in the country, and asked to advise on a limitation to the 
unborn issue of an unborn tenant for life, gave, as the reason for 
holding it invalid, that it involved a possibility on a possibility. This 
foolish suggestion of the origin of the rule was taken up, apparently 
for want of a better, by Lord St. Leonards and Mr. Joshua Williams 
in such a way as to give it a prominence which it did not deserve, and 
as their protégé, it is now enshrined in the judgments of Kay, J., and 
the Court of Appeal in Whitby v. Mitchell. There is absolutely no 
foundation for it. 

From the reference in your article to ‘‘the two-fold rule against 

rpetuities which is in operation with regard to real estate,” I 
infer that the writer accepts the decision of Kay, J.,in Re Frost (43 
Ch. D. 246) as deciding that the modern rule against perpetuities 
applies to contingent remainders. I should like to point out that this 
decision is contrary to the opinion of Mr. Fearne, Mr. Charles 
Butler, Mr. Preston, Lord Campbell, Mr. W. H. Finney, Mr. Lewis 
Duval, Mr. John Hodgson, Mr. Samuel Duckworth, Mr. P. B. Brodie, 
Mr. John Tyrrell, Lord St. Leonards, Mr. Joshua Williams (for 
whose opinion on questions of real property law Mr. Justice Kay in 
Whitby v. Mitchell expressed his unbounded reverence), Mr. George 
Sweet, Mr. Leake, and Mr. Challis, and that it is founded on a sin- 
gular misconception, on Mr. Justice Kay’s part, of the meaning of 
the passage in Fearne’s Contingent Remainders which is cited in your 
article. This passage really means the exact opposite of the 
meaning which Mr. Justice Kay supposed it to convey, for 
the 8 oo pve to which Mr. Fearne there refers is not a limit- 
ation void for remoteness under the modern rule against perpetuities, 
but a limitation designed to tie up land indefinitely during the lives 
of unborn generations. ‘‘ A perpetuity is the settlement of an interest 
descendable from heir to heir, so that it shall not be in the power of 
him in whom it is vested to dispose of it, or turn it out of the 
channel” (Gilbert on Uses, 118). Chief Baron Gilbert wrote in 
1734, Mr. Fearne in 1776. It is to be hoped that when the point 
raised in Re Frost comes before the Court of Appeal, the attention of 
the court will be drawn to the unfortunate ambiguity of the term 
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“* perpetuity.” Mr. Justice Kay is not the only lawyer who has 
misled by it. CHARLES Swen 


Lincoln’s-inn, Jan. 5. 
[See observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics,”—Eb. 8.J} 





Re Land Transfer. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—In your issue of the 3rd inst. (p. 165) you draw attention 
to a possible misapprehension with oi to the first order and the 
effect of section 20 (8) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. The wonjs 
upon which you apparently rely are ‘‘ the muking of the first order,” 
and, of course, the question is, what construction is to be placed upon 
them. Presumably the order 4s published would bear the date upon 
which it was ‘ e”’; otherwise it would be inaccurate. But sy 
posing that, though rightly dated, the publication of it is withheld 
for a time, the t years’ trial would be shortened pro tanto. If 
published forthwith, however, but the operation of it postponed 
entirely or partially for one, two, or even three years, we have the 
like result, the frustration to a greater or lesser extent of the 
intention of the Legislature. 

One naturally expects from the ‘‘ Keeper of the King’s Conscience” 
an ample respect for such intention; consequently, may not the 
Attorney-General, in his answer to the question of Mr. Remnant, 
have been hinting at a liberal and proper interpretation of the circum- 
stances by taking the order as commencing on the Ist July last? 
Otherwise, is the order as issued and applied ultra vires ? 

ARTHUR MIDDLETON. 

Calverley-chambers, Calverley-street, Leeds, Jan. 6. 


[Let us hope our correspondent is right.—Epb. S../.] 








Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing. 


Power of Sale—-Duration.—The time during which a power of 
sale, contained in a will or settlement, may be exercised is to be.deter- 
mined by the intention of the testator or settlor. The power is not 
necessarily determined upon the beneficial interests vesting in persons 
who are sui juris and absolutely entitled. Provided the rule against 
perpetuities is not infringed, and provided the cestuis que trust have not 
put an end to the power by electing to take the property as it stands (see 
R Cotton's Trusteesand the London Scho-l Board, 19 Ch. D. 624), the power 
may still be exercised if such appears to have been the intention of its 
creator. Hence, where property was left to trustees upon trust for 
the maintenance for life of a person who was all his life a lunatic, and 
such person became during his life entitled to the remainder after his 
life estate, the merger of his life estate in the remainder did not put 
an end to the power, so as to prevent the trustees from selling during 
his life. Consequently, a sale so made by them was effectual to convert 
the property into personalty, so that the proceeds went on the death 
of the lunatic as part of his personal estate, and not to his heir-at- 
law.—RE Jump, GALLOWAY v. Hore (Swinfen Eady, J., Nov. 1) 
(1903, 1 Ch. D. 129). 

Criminal Law. 


Manslaughter by Negligence.—-The prisoner was a gatekeeper 
at a level crossing over a railway. He opened the gate and propped 
it open, and then went away to his luncheon, forgetting (according to 


his own evidence) to shut it. The deceased came along in a cart, and 


seeing the gate open drove on to the railway and was 
killed by a passing train. The prisoner was indicted for man- 
slaughter. After verdict of guilty, prisoner’s counsel applied 
to Wright, J., to state a case to deci e whether there was any 
evidence of criminal negligence to goto the jury. It was argued that 
the prisoner had no duty towards the deceased ; that he was not bound 
to take any care as far as the deceased was concerned ; that his only 
duty was towards his employers, the railway company ; and that in 
law there must be evidence of some negligence in his duty towards the 
deceased to justify a conviction. Held, that there was evidence of 
negligence, that the prisoner had been guilty of a misfeasance, and 
that the case was governed by Reg. v. T'ustan (1893, 1 Q. B. 450). Case 
refused.—REx v. Pirrwoop (19 T. L. R. 37). 

Sale of Food and Drugs Act—Inspector Acting Outside His 
District.—The sompeniont was a farmer in Derbyshire, who supplied, 
under contract, milk to P., a milk dealer in the city of Westminster. 


The appellant, an inspector for the city of Westminster, acting under. 
the direction of the city council, procured without payment a sample 
of the milk at St. Pancras railway station immediately on its arrival 
in London. The milk proved to be largely adulterated. Proceedings 
were taken against the respondent under section 6 of the Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, Held, by the Divisional Court on case stated, that an 
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inspector has no power to take a sample outside his own district for 
the p of having it analyzed and proceeding under the Acts; 
and that, the appellant having taken the sample in the borough of St. 
Pancras, the magistrate was right in dismissing the information.— 
McNar v. CAVE (19 T. L. R. 6). 








Obituary. 
Mr. Robert Cunliffe. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Robert Cunliffe, the senior partner 
inthe firmof Messrs. Cunliffes & Davenport, of Chancery-lane, London, which 
took place at Brighton after a short illness. Mr. Cunliffe was admitted in 
1845, and had reached his eightieth year of age. He had been continuously 
in practice since his admittance. He was a member of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, and had filled the office of president. We hope 
hereafter to give a fuller notice of Mr. Cunliffe’s career. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Autan Exnest Messer, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Lawrance, 
Webster, Messer, & Taylor, of 14, Old Jewry-chambers, London, has been 
appointed a Commissioner fer Oaths in the Supreme Court of New Zealand. 


Information Required. 


Joserurxe Lovisa Pown1ne, formerly of The Pines, Weybridge, late of 
Melrose, Exeter, widow, deceased.—Any solicitor or other person having 
knowledge of any Will made by the deceased is requested to communicate, 
before the 20th of January, 1903, with A. H. Dymond, solicitor, Exeter. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Frank Epwry Barner, Rosert Frepertck Pirer, and Haroitp James 
Hvrenrsson, solicitors (Carter & Barber), Finsbury-circus-buildings, 18, 
Eldon-street, London. Dec. 31. As regards the said Frank Edwin Barber, 
retires from the said firm; the said Robert Frederick Piper and Harold 
James Hutchinson will in future continue to practise under the same name 
and style of Carter & Barber. 


Jony Henry Bere and Francis Wentwontn Bene, solicitors (J. H. & 
F. W. Bere), Weston-super-Mare. Dec, 25. 

Freperrck Merryweather Burron and Tuomas Artavur Dyson, 
Solicitors (Burton & Dyson), Gainsborough. Dec. 31. The said Frederick 
Merryweather Burton retiring, and the business being carried on in future 
by the said Thomas Arthur Dyson alone, under the style of Burton & 
Dyson. 

Ronext Dixon, Bensamrn ALEXANDER ELKrn, and Ropert Exuis Dixon, 
solicitors (Dixon, Elkin, & Dixon), Savoy-mansions, The Savoy, Strand, 
london. Dec. 31. 


Syivesrer Ricnarp Masser and Lronany Jonn Lanrey Hveues, 
solicitors (Hughes & Masser), Coventry and Kenilworth. Dec. 31 


Frepertc Nortn, Greorcr Hantey, Avuxanpen Watson Birkett, and 
Wiu1aM Dryspace, solicitors (Simpson, North, & Co.), Liverpool. Dec. 31. 
§o far as regards the said Alexander Watson Birkett. 


Coarves Taytor, Frepextck Tay.or, and Grorce Wriit1am Cook, 
solicitors (‘T'aylor & Taylor), New Broad-street, London. Dec. 25. So far 
as regards the said George William Cook. (Gazette, Jan. 2, 


General. 


It is announced that, by a unanimous decision, the Conservative 
Divisional Council of West Derby (Liverpool) has agreed to invite the 
lord Mayor of Liverpool (Mr. W. W. Rutherford, solicitor) to contest the 
Parliamentary vacancy for the West Derby Division of Liverpool. 

Miss Etta H. Maddox, of Baltimore, says the Chicago Legal News, appeared 
before the clerk of the Court of Appeals, in Ainapolis, Maryland, the 
llth of September, qualified, and took the oath of admission to the bar of 
Maryland. Miss Maddox is the woman who urged at the last session of 
the legislature the passage of the Bill which entitled women to practise 
law in Maryland, and she is the first woman, as she deserves to be, ever 
admitted to the bar of that State. One by one the States are falling into 
line, and soon there will not be a State in the Union that is so far behind 
the times as to refuse to admit a woman to the bar, 


Mr. Percy Dobell, a well-known Liverpool solicitor, shot himself dead 
om the 5th inst. with a revolver in the lavatory attached to his office. He 
Was about thirty-five years of age, and had been married for some years. He 

acted as prosecuting solicitor to the Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Children. He was also a prominent amateur cricketer, At the 
inquest the evidence shewed that since he had an attack of typhoid fever, 
about three years ago, Mr. Dobell has suffered from pains in the head 
*ccasional lapses of memory, and nervous prostration. There was nothing 
Whatever in his. family or business affairs to account for the tragic act. 
jwy returned a verdict of ‘‘ Suicide whilst temporarily insane.’ 





A good deal, says a writer in the Globe, is made of the fact that the 
county courts cost the country less than half what it pays for the High 
Court. The explanation may be found in the excessive fees which suitors 
in the A ag man’s court”’ are required to pay. It is complained 
that, while the official fees are too high, the judges’ salaries are too 
low. The mere fact—upon which some stress is laid—that the salaries 
have not been increased since 1865 does not count for much. Practically 
the same thing may be said of the salaries of the High Court judges. 
But there is certainly some ground for saying that £1,500 a year is 
scarcely an adequate salary for a county court judge in a large industrial 
centre, where, of course, the work is heavier and more important than in 
an agricultural district. Another point worth considering when the 
desirability of attracting lawyers of a higher calibre to the county court 
bench is being discussed is the possibility of their promotion to the High 
Court. 

When Virgil McKnight, president of the Bank of Kentucky, says the 
American Law Review, came to Philadelphia and placed in the hands of 
young John C. Bullitt, a briefless barrister, who had recently migrated 
from Kentucky to Philadelphia, the matter of collecting from the Schuylkill 
Bank of Philadelphia a judgment for the sum of 1,318,500 dols., Mr. 
Bullitt said to him that he had never kept any account and knew nothing 
about it. As stated years afterwards in a letter by Mr. Bullitt himself, 
Mr. McKnight’s reply was ‘‘ that if I would follow the rule he would lay 
down, I would have no trouble ; that when I received any money, I should 
put down the date when received, from whom received, on what account it 
was received, and the amount; and that when I paid out any money I 
should put down the date of payment, the person to whom paid, the 
account upon which it was paid, and the amount; and if I would keep my 
accounts in that way, 'I could never have any difficulty. Let me say 
here that this simple direction on his part has been of infinite value 
to me in my professional life, when dealing with accounts oftentimes 
of the most intricate character.”’ 


The following are the arrangements made for hearing Probate and 
Divorce causes during the ensuing Hilary sittings, viz.: Undefended 
matrimonial causes may be taken on Monday the 12th, Tuesday the 13th, 
Wednesday the 14th, Thursday the 15th, and Friday the 16th inst., and 
each Monday during the sittings after motions. Parties must be ready 
with these cases, but notice will be published of any alteration. Special 
jury causes will be taken on and after Tuesday the 20th inst. Probate and 
defended matrimonial causes for hearing before the court itself will be 
taken after the special juries are finished, and may also be taken in Court IT. 
after the 19th inst., when admiralty cases are not appointed to be heard. 
Common jury causes will be taken on and after Tuesday, the 3rd of March. 
Divisional Courts will sit on the 3rd of February, the 3rd of March, and 
the 7th of April. Motions will be heard in court at 11 o’clock on Monday, 
the 12th inst., and on each succeeding Saturday during the sittings, and 
summonses before the judge will be heard at 10.30 on Saturday the 17th 
inst., and on each succeeding Saturday during the sittings. Summonses 
before the registrars will be heard at the Probate Registry, Somerset House, 
on each Tuesday and Friday during the sittings at 11.30. 


We are iniormed that a record is now being made of the regiments, 
corps, and units to which the 130 solicitors and articled clerks who accepted 
the invitation of the Incorporated Law Society to the banquet last month, 
at which the Duke of Cambridge was ps ‘were attached during their 
service in South Africa. It will include: Royal Engineers, Post Office 
Corps. The following Militia Battalions: The 3rd Devon, 3rd and 4th 
Derbys, 4th Dublin Fusiliers, 3rd South Lancashire, 4th Liverpool, 4th 
North Stafford, 3rd South Stafford, 6th Manchester, 5th and 6th Royal 
Warwick, 3rd West Riding, 4th Yorks. The Infantry Battalion, the 
Mounted Infantry, and the battery of the C.I.V. The Border Horse, 
Kitchener’s Horse, Cape Mounted Rifles, Bethune’s Horse, Paget's Horse 
the South African Constabulary, and staff of the Director of Military 
Intelligence. The following service companies in line regiments: Bedford, 
Dorset, Cheshire, Essex, Derby, Durham Light Infantry, Border Regiment, 
Gordon Highlanders, Devon, Northampton, 2nd Lancashire, Somerset, 
Suffolk, West Surrey, Shropshire, Royal Sussex, East Surrey, Norfolk, 
Gloucester, Royal Fusiliers, Duke tof ‘ Cornwall’s Light Infantry, 
Manchester, Welsh Regiment, North Lancashire, Oxford Light Infantry, 
2nd Yorks, 2nd Worcester, Welsh Fusiliers, South Wales Borderers, and 
the following companies of Imperial Yeomanry: 2nd, 3rd, 5th, 11th, 
13th, 14th, 22nd, Bnd, 24th, 25th, 26th, 27th, 30th, 31st, 32nd, 34th, 36th, 
37th, 42nd, 47th, 50th, 51st, 52nd, 56th, 57th, 58th, 59th, 62nd, 63rd, 66th, 
67th, 69th, 70th, 75th, 81st, and 116th. The record, which will contain the 
fullest possible details with regard to each of the officer and men referred 
to therein, will certainly be unique and interesting. 


Mr. C. T. Saunders, of Birmingham, in thé course of a long and 
interesting letter to the Times on the Lord Chancellor and Land Registra- 
tion, says: ‘‘As a veteran practitioner who has fought the battle . of 
registration on many a ‘tented field’ during the last twenty-five years, 
may I be allowed to supplement the apt quotation by your Liverpool 
correspondent, Mr. Hime, shewing the opinion of Sugden, Lord St. 
Leonards, the author of the famous legal classic Vendors and 
Purchasers, by recalling the fact that a greater Chancellor than Lord St. 
Leonards, although not so profound a real property lawyer, the late Lord 
Cairns, was forced, in spite of a preconceived opinion to the contrary, to 
come to the conclusion that a system of compulsory registration was 
unjust and impolitic? I remember when that great equity lawyer, 
who afterwards carried through the really necessary and most effective 
conveyancing reforms of 1881-82, brought in the Bill which afterwards 
became the Land Transfer Act, 1875, it contained compulsory clauses ; 
but in the crisis of the measure a strong deputation from the 
Council of the Law Society saw him at Westminster and had a full 
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discussion with him on the questions involved in the Bill—particularly 
I happened to be the only country member of 
Council present, and I had been furnished by the Birmingham Law Society 


the compulsory clauses. 


with tables shewing from returns of numerous cases in actual practice 
the comparative cost of conveyancing in the average small matters which 


formed the bulk of country conveyancing. 


Particularly I presented to 


him returns obtained from the Black Country adjacent to Birmingham, 
where a vast amount of conveyancing in small plots with an average 
purchase-money of £100 or so was being done at the most trifling law 


charges. 


meeting, backed up as they were by .th¢ 


The effect of the representations made by the deputation at this 
pronounes d opinion of the pro- 


fession in the country at large, upon the mind of Lord Cairns was after- 
wards seen in the withdrawal at first of cases of £300 and under from the 
Bill, and ultimately by the striking out of t 


altogether.”’ 
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CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 


The following judge will remain in town: Wricur, J., during the whole - 
of the Circuits; the other judges till their respective commission days. 
Norice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the circuit 
towns, both civil and criminal business must be ready to be taken on the 
first working day ; in other cases, the note appended to the name of the 
cireuit town indicates the day before which civil business will not be taken. 
In the case of circuit towns to which two judges go, there will be no 
alteration in the old practice. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1908, 

The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, 

(General List.) 
Judgment Reserved. 

appl of pitt from onter of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 

Nov 13, 1901 (Heard before Vaughan Williams, Stirting, and Cosens- 

Handy, Ldd) ce ak Nov 27 
FROM ‘THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 


Bennett ¥ Stone 





t to be » 
» Including Hizary Srrres, 1903. 
© proposed 
yh. cour < —— i a eee 
clear day Q Zz 
\ the paper, sl = 23 E 
be put in ej) —- 2 © a ee *@ Sy Rae e s . 2.% 2 
- ct 4.5 ¢ 
= A Ooo a 
urther con. > Z A 
use of the — = ——-———_ 
minutes of ” g b=} p 
ler, 1 copy = 2 5 P| 
certificate. 7 A ‘2 ew 2 a es 8 8g 2 fF FS s 8 « 
t with the ‘Z o E 
before the 3 7 Z i) 
ly to com: a re tia AALS EAA a, 
| & 3 x 
| = 
E| = é Beg 2% 4 
z g : ees 8 & & & : - & =* : 2 s 
i g ; Z 
° io] a 
Fe 5 V4 4 
# eu" = ~ o> ee aie 
ben ¢| 3 bet : g 2 ect E 
st %.| E a3 < = 25 se = 
ae | & s Bea = 2 BM sf SS gee 2s = 8 8 
I a -O8 & é 2 sy ‘Z 
vit list & a a7 7, 7% @ & % 
procedure SS LS eS ——, ——————————Eeee 
wit list 3 ¥ Es 3 = 
bers 8 3 ee] E é 
in} © —~s 2 es © s-E ee Oe eS 
< z 35 x] z 
, § | 4 - z & 
vit list ————— — ——— F —_ _ 
_ procedure Lc) #8 to 
wit list é ae Eg = 
bers é : O82: 2s ss # & @ & sf 2a Bie2s 
z a3 Si 3 
< as Zz 
a _ Ss nr 
vit list ° 
procedure = Ex § 
wit list | 2 5 ™ 7 . _ “ n 7 o a 2 e z . Ss 53 ‘ - 
bers Ft o& es sneeze 3B 8&8 S&S  * i $e: 3 & * & 
e| Bo 
o 
sas ng sed 
vit list I 3 3 2 
W a : é 2 te s & & & & Ss & se = A > 29 
t lis ~ 2s 8 & & & : 5 
bers E a) => a 
a vA vA she a 
5 = 3 a: 
> 2% od --2 
vit list 3 Pe es E 3 
, procedure © : ee s ae os » ee 2 Beret Of : 
wit list g ro ‘3 €§ 
bers & 3 i “ cE 
" % 8 $25 E| 
. = & eax = 
vit list ¥ at. *& @ «2 Qroad Bee = = = ££ §. 8 
procedure 4 - ” > - g ‘3g et ‘3 
wit list = 5 % AA Z 
be m : . se Slit — 3s 
ss a = ; — 
* serge | 
Z BE ‘6 
m z S. “a : re Sa eee 
vit mot 9 mw BROG zt 8 ..4 9 3S ss : & 2 
, procedure B ag gs 
wit list - 4s aa os 
bers . = = - 
1 P 
: 2} 5 sae e 8 & & i. en. ee ee SF 
vit lint : / 
procedust 3 a wm 
wit list i _ _ ? Rw 
bers 3 © : 
E.; A e & i seh @ SS : ss Es 2) Ss See 
ti a ge 3 gs 
vit li ¥, ¥, os 
procedure - _ as ee ee nd : 
wit list ‘ v 
bers » ¥ E i H 
3 ; 
i be z 6S zs 68 ce e..3 - =: 3 
F| A ae. : 
vit lint PF vw ms “ . 
, procedure oS —_cmmes . ; ~ 
wit lit ey 8 3 } 
hrm gf ae ee . 
>| 3 pi a = 
i a vi | ¥ - 
wit, Vi ; - - : = a oa we 
a Ts aataaceaarr ranean” 
wit lt ‘ 
= i | F bis : $ ¢ ime oie 38 “4 
4 F x 2 











AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION PROBATE AND DIVORCE, AND 
rHE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS 
(General List. 
1a, 
New Zealand Midland Railway Co ki Smith (on Behalf, ke) © 
Industrial and General Trust i frora ander of 
dated April 6, 1QO Ss @ ROt before Jan 1) 


lu ve The 
Lubbock appl of The 
My Justice Kekewich, 
May 4 
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1901. 


Lord Hastings v The North Eastern Railway Co appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Aug 12, 1901 (s o 4 weeks after No 3 dis- 
posed of, by order) Aug 26 

1902. 

Lord Hastings v The North Eastern Railway Co appl of pltffs from order 
of Mr Justice Byrne, dated April 8, 1901 April 18 

In re a Contract between The School Board for London and 8 G Foster, 
and In re the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 appl of The School 
Board from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 25, 1902 
April 14 

In re Highett and Bird’s Contract and V and P Act, 1874 appl of 
W Highett from an order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 19, 
1902 April 15 

Foy, Morgan & Co v Kempf appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated Feb 6, 1902 pt hd (s o for Master's certificate) April 23 

McConnell v Wright appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated April 23, 1902 (so Jan 14) April 25 

The Reason Manufacturing Co ld vy Ernest F Moy ld appl of defts from 
order of Mr. Justice Byrne, dated April 23, 1902 April 29 

Bond and ors v Barrow Hematite Steel Cold appl of plitffs from order of 


Mr Justice Farwell, dated Jan 18, 1902 April 30 
In re R W Brook, dec, Dixon vy Brook appl of The Produce Brokers Co ld 


from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Feb 22, 1902 May 1 
Broome v Speak and ors appl of deft Shepheard from order of Mr Justice 


Buckley, dated April 30, 1902 May 1 
Broome v Speak and ors appl of deft Clayton from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated April 30, 1902 May 5 


Broome v Speak appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
April 30, 1902 May 3 

In re The Estate of G N Greenwood, dec Goodhart v Woodhead appl 
of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 19, 1902 May 2 

King vSantley appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 20, 
1902 May 3 ; 

In re A Evans Lloyd, dee Kellett v Meek (Manchester D R) appl of 
deft from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 15, 1902 
May 6 


Avery v lewis appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 4, 


1902 (produce order) May 8 
Zumbeck v Biggs appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
March 19, 1902 May 10 


In re Richard Roberts, dec Roberts v Parry appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 15, 1902 May 15 

The Duke of Portland v The North Eastern Railway Co appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated April 30,1902 May 26 

White v Graham appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
May 6, 1902 May 30 ; 

The Capital and Counties Bank Id v Rhodes and ors appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 2, 1902 June 6 

The Carpenters’ Co vy The Drapers’ Co appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated April 18,1902 June 6 

Jared v Clements appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
May 31,1902 June7 

In re Hargraves, dec Hargraves v Hargraves 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 19, 1902 

Devonport Corpn v Tozer & Son appl of pitffs from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated March 26,1902 June 13 

ES Van Praagh v J W Everidge app) of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated May 4, 1902 June 13 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Cold v The Clifton Rubber Cold appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 13, 1902 (two actions 


app! of pltff from order of 
June 10 


com=lidated by order, dated April 29, 1902) (produce order) June 14 
In re Dalton Trusts and In re The Trustee Act, 1893 appl of respts 
from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated June 4, 1902 June 14 


The Birmingham Pneumatic Tyre Syndicate ld v The Reliance Tyre 
Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 15, 1902 
security ordered) June 17 

Saunders v The London Electric Supply Corpn ld 
order A Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 29, 1902 June 18 

In re The Companies Acts, 1462 to 1890, and In re The South American 
and Mexican Cold appl of BE Cooper from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated May 6,1902 June 19 . 

The Jarrah Timber, &c Corpn ld v 
Mr Justice Kekewich. dated June i. lr 

In the Matter of the ( mypauies Act«, 1M62 to 
The Topica S| rine (% | 
Mr Justice Vuckler, dated June 10,1902 June 23 

In re Coppen, de lawl v Dingle appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated May 16,1992 June % 

The Vinchley Plectric Light Co ld v The Finchley Urban District Council 
apy A pitils from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March 14, 1902 
June BW 

Clamenrganehire Canal Navigatim v The Whymney 
Great Weetern Railway Co appl ot pitfls from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated July 11,1902 July 2 

dated + Walke and ore appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
April W192 July 4 ake 

Iu re Dhenaae Toke Trott, dex 


appl of pltff from 


Samuel 


app) of defts from order of 
June Aj 
1800, andl Ju the Matter of 


app) of The Mirror of Life Co frum order of 


Railway Co and the 


Thompom and ors v Goodridge 


appl of 


Ache trom order A Mia Justice Joyce, dated June 20,1902 July 4 
appl on deft 
duly 4 


In ve Jenner's SAthemente and Truste Nepean v Jenner 


Man, from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 4, 19% 
(produce order) July 10 . 

Bell and anr v Marsh and anr appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated March 19, 1902 July 10 


Justice Buckley, dated July 9, 1902 July 11 

Wright v Berry appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
June 2, 1902 July 12 

Thrap v de Wezele appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
June 17, 1902 July 22 

The Attorney-Gen v The Oxford Canal Navigation appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 4, 1902 July 22 

Hewett v Carpenter appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated June 17, 1902 (produce order) July 23 

In re Gossling, dec Gossling and ors v Elcock and ors appl of Attorney. 
Gen from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March 22, 1902 July 23 

The Tilt Cove Copper Co ld v The Cape Copper Cold appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 4, 1902 July 23 

The Acetylene Illuminating Cold and anr v The Giffre Electro Chemical 
and Power Cold and others appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated April 14, 1902 July 25 Same v Thorn and Hoddle 
Acetylene Co ld and anr appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated April 14, 1902 July 25 

In re R Appleby, dec Walker and aur v Lever and anr and Walker y 
Nisbet and ors appl of pltffs W E Walker and H Charles Nisbet and 
others from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated July 1, 1902 July 25 

In the Matter or the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890 and in the State of 
Wyoming Syndicate ld appl of Major Graham and H Walter from 
order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 22,1902 Aug 2 

In re Drax, dec Savile and ors v Drax and ors appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 5, 1902 Aug7 In re Drax, dec Same 
v Same appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 5, 
1902. Aug7 

In the Matter of the Calcot Park and other Settled Estates in the county 
of Berks, and In the Matter of the Settled Land Acts, 1862 to 1890 appl 
of H B Blagrave from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 30, 1902 
Aug 8 

Holton v Speak appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated July 
5,1902 Aug 8 

Foster v The Mutual Reserve Fund Life Assoc appl-of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 24, 1902, and cross notice of appeal by 
pltff, dated Aug 12,1902 Aug 11 

Angus & Co ld v W Gibbs ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Aug 1, 1902 (produce order) Aug 12 

Quicke and anr v Chapman app! of deft from order of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated Aug 8, 1902 Aug 13 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re The North-West 
Argentine Ry Cold appl of Condola Central Ry Co from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated May 6, 1902 Aug 14 

Wardroper v Gibbs appl of Pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated July 30,1902 Aug 14 

In re Baldwin Rushforth v Baldwin and ors appl of deft J. H. L. 
Baldwin from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Jwly 17, 1902 Aug 18 
In re Baldwin Rushforth v Baldwin and ors appl of defts P. G, 
Baldwin and ors from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated July 1, 
1902 Aug 18 

In re Davis Davis v Davis and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Farwell, dated April 17, 1902 Aug 23 

Montefiore v Guedalla appl of The Reversionary Interest Society from 
order of Mr Justice Bryne, dated Aug 12, 1902) Aug 25 

Watts v Bucknall appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
Aug 5,1902 Aug 26 

In re Henry Seaman and In re The Settled Land Acts appl of The 

Trustees from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated July 3, 1902 Aug 29 

Maunder v Maunder appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 

July 24, 1902 Sept 16 

Fortin v Sowerbutts app) of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 

May 8, 1902 Sept 25 


Corpn of Hove v Brighton Intercepting and Sewers Board appl of pltff 


from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 9, 1902 Oct 3 
Doughty v Lomagunda Reefs Co appl of pltff from: order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated July 11, 1902) Oct fi 


Ju the Matter of a A Raisen, a Solicitor of the Supreme Courts appl of 
applicant from judgt of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 15, 1902 
Oct 24 

Nathan v Landau and others. appl of deft Landau from order of Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, dated July 16, 1902 Oct 28 

In re Marivka Bates (an infant), and Inre The Infants Settlement Act, 
1455 appeal of Marixka Bates (an infant) from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated Aug 11,1902 Oct 31 

Davies v The Town Properties Iivestment Corpi 1d 
order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Aug 12, 1002) Nov 4 
In re Druitt, dec Druitt vy Dehler app) of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated July 18, 1902 Nov 12 

In the Matter of the Companies Acta, 1862 to 1893, and In the Matter of 
W W Dunean & Co Id, Lawrence Clarke (clit) appl of Lawrence 
Clarke (clmt) from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 31, 1902 
Nov 12 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1808 and the Matter of The 
Hiram Maxi Jainp Co ld appl of Bir Miran Maxim Bleetrical and 
Engineering Co ld from order of-Mar Justice Byrne, dated Nov 4, 1002 


appl of pltft from 
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Inre Lianover and In the Matter of the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 
Herbehrt v Freshfield appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen 
Rady, dated July 19, 1902 Nov 14 

Attorney-Gen and the Beckenham Urban District Council v The South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway Co appl of pltffs from-order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated July 9, 1902 Nov 17 

Inre Sir M Seymour, dec Seymour and aur y Moresby and ors appl of 
“Deft MF K Seymour from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 10, 
1902 Nov 21 

Dutton v Dutton appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 13, 1902 Nov 21 

AMorrall ld vy T Hessin & Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated Aug 12, 1902 Nov 25 

Cur v Henry andanr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated Oct 29, 1902 Nov 26 

Mansfield v Stevens and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated July 11, 1902 Nov 27 

Atkinson v Haveron appl ‘of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Nov 27, 1902 (produce order) Dec 5 

Nightingale v Reynolds and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Nov 4, 1902 Dec 11 ; . 

In re Stanley, dec Steer and anr v Sturney and ors appl of deft E F 
Bond from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 26, 1902 
‘produce order) Dec 11 

Inre Brydone’s Settlement Cobb and ors v Blackburne and an appl of 
deft ES Blackburne from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 26, 
1902 Dee 12 

Reynolds v Smith appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
Nov 28, 1902 Dec 18 

In the Matter of The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1893, and in the Matter 
of The Ibo Investment Trusts ld appl of Isidore Wyler from 
order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Dec 10, 1902 (produce order) Dec 18 

Mappin Bros v Liberty & Co ld appl of pltffs from order of Justice 
Joyce, dated Nov 14, 1902 Dec 19 

The Worthington Pumping Engine Co v Moore appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Nov 29, 1902 (produ order) Dee 23 

Bevan and anr v The Welsbach Incandescent Gas Light Co ld appl of 
pltifs from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Dec 12, 1902 Dec 23 

St Vincent Mercier vy Margaret Frances Mercier (widow) appl of pitff 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dét 1, 1902 (produce order) 
Dee 24 

FROM THE CHANCERY, PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS. 

Interlocutory List.) 
1902. 

Saccharin Corpn v Wild & Co appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Nov 20, 1902 Nov 20 

The Metropolitan Railway of Buenos Ayres ld v F R Bright and ors appl 
of F R Bright from order of Mr Justice Jelf (for Mr Justice Joyce), dated 
Oct 8, 1902 Oct 21 

Burdekin vy Howarth appl of pltff from order of The Vice-Chancellor of 
the Palatine Court of Lancaster, dated Dec 5, 1902 Dec 12 

Griffith vy Winter and Vawdrey appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Byrne, dated Nov 28, 1902 (produce order) Dee 12 

Jaeger ¥ Mansions Consolidated ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated Dec 15, 1902 (produce order) Dee 17 

FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION, 
General List.) 
1902. 

Probate A W Lightbody v G West and ors appl of deft from order of 
The President, dated April 18, 1902 July 22 

Divorce Everett v Everett orse Thompson appl of respt from order of 
The President, dated June 2, 1902 Aug 12 

Probate In re the Estate of William Green, dec Green and ors vy Mitchell 
= ors appl of defts from order of The President, dated July 26, 1902 
Aug 21 

(New Trial Paper.) 
1902, 

Divoree H Pinson v J M Pinson and F Baumann appln of HH Pinson for 
judgt or new trial, dated April 25, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Barnes 
wid special jury, Middlesex May 16 

Divorce Worsley v Worsley appln of Joseph Worsley for judgt or new 
trial, dated Noy 19, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Barnes with a jury, 
Middlesex Nov 28 


FROM 'THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER, 
General List. 
1902, 


Puulder v Rushton jld uppl of defts from order of The Vice-Chancellorot 
of 


the County Palatine amonster, dated May 18, 1902) July 14 
In re Joseph ‘Travis, dec Oxell vy Greatorex appl of deft from order of 
The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated April 
%8, 1902) July 81 In ve Joseph ‘Travis, dec S Oxell y JR Greatorex 
widors appl of defts from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, dated April 28, 1902) Aug 12 
LP Margaret Bagnall, deo Chadwick wand aur v Emil de Jong and ors 
appl of defty Emil de Jong and KH Kinil de Jong from order of ‘The 
tage chan ellor ef the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated June 16, 
w2 Aug 2 





The Urban District Council of Stretford ¥ ‘The Manchester South Junction 
and Altrincham Railway Co appl of defts from order of The Vice- 
Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated Aug 1, 1902 


Aug 12 

Knowles & Sons ld v Sackville and Swallow appl of defts from order of The 
Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated Aug 1, 
1902 

Barlow v Las Cascadas Plantations Co ld and ors appl of deft company 
from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
dated July 30, 1902 Nov 20 

In the Matter of the Companies Act, 1862 to 1900 and In the Matter of 
Lawd Vale Colliery Co (in liquidation) appl of J C Marrell, petur, from 
order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated 
Dec 2, 1902 Dec 19 

FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptey.) 

In re The Debtors (expte The Debtors), No 257 of 1902 from a receiving 
order made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 24th April, 1902 

In re A Judgment Debtor (expte The Judgment Debtor) No 2,621 of 1902 
Bankruptcy notice from an order made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 
24th Nov, 1902, dismissing with costs an application to set aside a 
bankruptcy notice 

In re Charles Bright (expte The Bankrupt) No 565 of 1901 from an order 
made by Mr Register Giffard, dated 2nd Dec, 1902, dismissing an appli 
cation to rescind the receiving order 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor) No 1,131 of 1902 from a receiving 
order made by Mr Registrar Hope, dated 12th Dec, 1902 

FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1901. 

H F Van Laun & Co v Baring Brosdd_ appl of pitffs from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated July® 37 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 
Oct 9 

Mercer v The Liverpool, St Helens and South Lancashire Railway Co appl 
of defts from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice, dated June 24, 1901, 
without a jury, Middlesex July 17 

Mitchell v Richard Evans & Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, dated July 26, 1901, without a jury Aug 2 

Handley vy Wolverhampton Race Course and Dunstall Park Club Co Id 
appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated July 24, 1901, 
without a jury, Stafford Aug 8 

Ward Bros v James Hill & Sons appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wills, dated Aug 6, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov Li 

George v Coates appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
Nov 7, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 21 

Spooner and anr v Day appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated Nov 21, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 28 

Holt v Wren appl of E. Holt, pltff, from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, 
dated , 1901 (District Registry, Blackburn) s.o. not before 
Jan 20 Nov 27 

Simon v Hillam (trading, &c) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated Nov 16, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 30 

Cooke v Payne appl of deft frit judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated 
Nov 21, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex (restored Dec 17, 1902) Nov 30 

Zimbler and anr v Abrahams appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated Nov 23, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dee 4 

Basset v Maudslay = app! of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
Nov 26, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dee 6 

Philip v Bennett & Co app! of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated Noy 29, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dee 6 

Wilcock v Greig appl of pltf® from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Nov 29, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 6 

In re an Arbitration between Lord Mostyn and F H Fitasimmons appl of 
Lord Mostyn from order of Mr Justice Wright (special case’, dated Nov 
27,1901 Dee 11 

Harris & Co v Davis & Co ld and anr appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated Dec 6, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dee 13 

Hanfstaengl v The British Mutoscope and Biograph Co ki appl of plef 
from judgt of Mr Justice Philliutore, dated Dee 4, 1901, with a common 

_ jury, Middlesex Dee 19 

Green v Lydall and anr appl of pltf from judgt ef Mr Justice Dering, 
dated Nov 20, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex (security onlered 
Dec 20 

Hay v Vewe appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawranes, dated Dec 
18, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dee 23 

Hawut v Prust. appl of deft trom judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 
10, 1901, with a common jury, Middlesex Dee 30 

Surtees ¥ Woodhouse appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Dee 21, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dee 31 


1902, 


The Keclesiastical Commissioners of Bugland v The North Rastern Railway 
Co appl of detts from judgt af Mr Justice Wright, dated Dee 10, 1901, 
without a jury, Middlesex Jan 3 

Phillips and ors vy Williams appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated Deo 21, 1901, witheut a jury, Middlesex Jan § 

Ginwnville & Co v Firth appl of deft from judget of Mr Justice Riley, 
dated Deo 12, 1801, with a common jury, Leeds Jan 5 

Moul ¥ Coronet ‘Theatre ld applof ple? from judgt at Me Justice Wright, 
dated Deo 20, 1001, without a jury, Middlesex Jan 3 
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Randt Gold Mining Co ld v The New Balkis Ersteling 1d appl of defts 


from judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated Dec 20, 1901, without a jury, 
Middlesex Jan 8 

Kennedy v Davis appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
Dec 18, 1901, without a jury, Leeds Jan 8 

Collins y Saxby appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, dated Dec 
20, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Jan 11 

Fryer v The Church Agency ld and anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
oe Walton, dated Nov 13, 1901, with a common jury, Middlesex 

an 14 

Marie Orr v Blake appl of deft from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Darling and Channell, dated Dec 19, 1901 Jan 16 

In re An Arbitration between Todd, -Birleston & Co and the North 
Eastern Railway Co appl of Todd, Birleston & Co from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wright (special case), dated Dec 2, 1901 Jan 17 

Countess Essarts v Whinney appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Jan 18, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Jan 25 

‘The Attorney-General (Informant) v The Hon Henry John Baron Montagu 
(Revenue side) appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated Jan 15, 1902 Jan 27 

Wakefield Corpn v Cooke and ors appl of defts from judgt of The Lord 
a Justice and me Darling and Channell, dated Dec 16, 1901 

an 28 

The Mayor and ors of ti Borough of Southampton v Lord appl of deft 
from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 16, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex Jan 30 

The British Oil Cake Mills 1d (Appellants) vy The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
(Respts) Revenue Side appl of applts from order of Mr Justice Philli- 
more, dated Jan 29, 1902 Jan 31 

Cheverton Brown v Brooke appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
dated Dec 17, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 1 

In re an Arbitration between Hacquoil & Co and L Gueret ld appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 29, 1902 Feb 4 

E Harrison & Co vy John Peterson and ors and Foster and McGowan v John 
Peterson and ors (consolidated) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated Jan 23, 1902 Feb5 

Simpson v Teignmouth and Shaldon Bridge Co appl of deft Co from judgt 
of Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 25, 1901, and cross-notice by pltff, 
dated Oct 27, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 8 

The Colour Printing Syndicate ld v-The Northern Press and Engineering 
Cold appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 30, 
1902, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 11 

Kempthorne and anr v Hankey and anr Same v Same (consolidated) appl 
of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Jan 28, 1902, without a 
jury, Middlesex Feb 11 

The General Insce Co ld of Triesk v The Neptune Steamship Insce Assoc 
appl of pitifs from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 17, 1901, 
without a jury, Middlesex (security ordered) Feb 15 

Ursula Bright Steamship Co ld v R P Houston & Coandanr appl of 
pltfis from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 13, 1902, without a 
jury, Lancaster ‘judgment given in London) Feb 17 

Zerego & Co and ors v Ursula Bright Steamship Cold appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 13, 1902, without a jury, Lancaster 
(jadgment given in London) Feb 17 

Tagart, Beaton, & Cov James Fisher & Sons and The West Hartlepool 
Steam Navigation Co ld (3rd parties) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated Feb 10, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 19 

Capper, Alexander, & Cov Mcleod and anr appeal of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 3, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
Feb 19 ¥ 

Eskon v Lewis appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 
24, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 24 ; 

The West Hartlepool Steam Navigation Co ld v Tagart, Beaton, & Co 
appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Feb 24, 1902, 
without a jury, Middlesex Feb 28 

MeDowall v The Great Western Railway Co appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Feb 20, 1902, with a special jury, Haverford- 
west (fur comin London) March 4 i 

The Attorney-Gen v The Rev Arthur Newton Johnson (Revenue Side) 
“pp of informant from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Jan 15, 
1992 March 5 

John Kirkwood v Carroll and Cutler appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Nov 25,1901 March 5 

Bowater & Sms ¥. Mirror of Life Co ld and The Topical Vimes Co ld (3rd 

3) appl of 9rd party from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
th 4, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex March 11 

Powler ld v Steiger and ors appl of dette from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 

Bde Feb %,1902 March } 

Hammond v The Midland Railway Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Vighzm, dated March 4, 1902, and a special jury, Nottingham 
March 13 ‘ 

Arthur Anderoom ¥ Thiinas Rayner appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wille, dated Feb 26, 1902, without a jury, Liverpool March 15 

Undeshill vy Laminrt appl of deft from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justicce Darling and Channel), dated March 4, 1902 March 14 

Esvight + Ket § appl of pitfl trae judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
dats 16, IAI, withunit a jury, Middiewx March 19 

David Maclver & Cold vy The Tate Steamers ld appl of deft» from judyt 
~ = KenuwmeAy, dated March 1, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 

arch 7 

Varun Mone appl AS ¥ Warnes trom judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore 
Aste Mare 19, 1492, without 4 jury, adie April 2 

Tie London au India Dexks Cov The Neath Loudon 





pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated March 22, 1902, withoy 
a jury, Middlesex April 5 

The London and India Docks Co and the Mansion House Railway gy 
Canal Traffic v The Midland Railway Co and The Great Eastern Railyyy 
Co (Railway and Canal Commission) appl of The London and Indy 
Docks Co from order of Mr Justice Wright, Sir F Peel and Viscom, 
Cobham, dated March 25, 1902 April 7 

Cordev v Cardiff Pure Ice, &c Co appl of defts from judgt of h 
Justice Walton, dated March 25, 1902, without a jury, Candi 
April 10 

Baldwin v Moren and Flowers appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justig 
Bruce, dated March 25, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex April 10 

Lund v Sunderland Shipbuilding Cold appl of defts from judgt of h 
Justice Bruce, dated March 25, 1902, without a jury, Middlesy 
April 14 

Charles Webster (1899) ld v Chapman appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated March 7, 1902, without a jury, Middlesy 
April 16 

se and anr v Balster and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Justice Wright, dated April 10, 1902, without a jury, Middlese 
April 16 

Sean v Trelaver China Clay and China Stone Co appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated March 29, 1902, Cardiff April 19 

Barraud v Watkins appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, 
dated March 20, 1902, with a special jury, Leeds April 21 

The Gas Light and Coke Co ld v The Cannon Brewery Co appl of plifis 
from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and Channel, 
dated April 10, 1902 April 22 

Angier Line (1887) ld v C T Bowring & Cold (three actions consolidated) 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 3, 19), 
without a jury, Middlesex April 23 

Spillers & Bakers ld v Henry Leetham & Sons appl of defts from judgtof 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated April 8, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
April 24 

Senatiien Insce Co ld v Elliott appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated April 19, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex April 24 

Wilcock and anr v The British Mutoscope &c Co |ld and anr (The British 
Mutoscope, &c Co ld 3rd Parties) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated Jan 25, 1902, with a common jury, Middlesex April 4 

Investors and Contract Agency ld v Cartwright appl of pltffs from judgt 
of Mr Justice Wright, dated April 15, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
April 25 

J ee, Coulson, Stokes & Co v Newton appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated April 18, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
April 28 

‘ielabes & Cooke v Smith (deft) and John Arthur Palmer and 
Smith Bros., clmts (interpleader issue) appl of pltffs from judgt of 
The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and Channell, dated 
April 8, 1902 April 29 

Hunter v Titchfield Bank 1d appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, dated April 24, 1902, with a common jury, Middlesex April 3 

Bozson v The Urban District Council of Altrincham appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated March 6, 1902, without a jury, Man- 
chester May 6 

Palmer v Birmingham Manufacturing Cold appl of defts from judgtof 
Mr Justice Jelf, dated April 25, 1902, with a common jury, Middlesex 


May 7 
Pearse v Fagan appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channel], datel 
April 24, 1902, witheut « jury, Middlesex May 9 


In re an Arbitration ‘he !iucal District Council of Gods‘ ii. v The Urban 
District Council of Caterham appl of Caterham District Council from 
judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated April 29, 1902 (special case) May 10 

Smith v Kynnersley and others appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated April 30, 1902 (special case) May 10 

The London County Council (applts) v The Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Councillors of the Met Borough of Wandsworth (respts) appl of applts 
from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and Channel, 
dated April 23, 1902 May 10 ; 

Davidson v Hooydonk & Cold appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated April 17, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex May 15 

Powell v Ricks (Lewis and Price, third parties) appl of J H Price from judgt 
of Mr Justice Wright, dated May 9, 1902 May 16 

Lomer and Rennie v Legar appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated May 13, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex May 23 

New Ganmples Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v North Cheshire Rubber Co ld appl 
of pltfils from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated May 6, 1902, withouts 
jury May 24 

Silles v The Mayor, Aldermen, and Councillors of the Met Borough o 
Fulham appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated May 6, 
1902, without a jury, Middlesex May 28 

Rowe v Preston appl of deft from judgt of*Mr Justice Wright, dated 
May 14, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex May 30 

Field v London, City, and “Midland Bank ld appl of pltff from judgtol 
Mr Justice Kennedy, dated May 16, 1902, with w special jury, Middlesex, 
and crom-notice by deft Bank, dated June 17,1002 May 80 

JS and J McConnell ld v Hurdle appl of pltfls trom judgt of Mr Justlee 
Jawrance, dated May 16, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex May 30 

lu re an Arbitration between the City and South London Railway Co 
The Hector and Churchwardens of the United Parishes of St Mary 
Woolnoth and St Mary Woolchurch Haw appl of the City and South 
Loudon Railway Co from judgt of Mr Justice Wright (special carey 


dated May 4,1902 June 2 
way Co applot\ Fanshaw and anr v Phillips and anr appl of deftw trom judgt of bis 
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— Phillimore, dated March 6, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
June 

Peat and others v Hess appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Grantham (in Chambers), dated May 15, 1902. June 5 

Qdell v Sharp appl of deft ‘in person) from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated June 4, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex June 5 


Anapa Liquid Fuel Co ld v Parkes and anr appl of defts from judgt of | Ojiver vy The Nautilus Steam Shipt 


Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 12, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
June 6 
Miller v Law Accident Insce Soc ld 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated April 16, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
June 12 
Newton v Ferguson appl of pltff (in person) from judgt of gens 
Ridley, dated April 26, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex June 1 
Lawford v Billericay Rural District Council appl of pltff from sudgt of 
Mr Justice Darling, dated April 14, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
June 16 
Langrish v Watts appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, dated 
June 10, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex June 17 
The Law Guarantee Trust Soc ld v Bowen and anr appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated May 5, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex June 18 
Forrester v The Metropolitan Railway Co appl of pltff from judgt of the 
Lord Chief Justice, dated May 28, 1902, and a special jury, Middlesex 
June 18 
Atlantic Patent Fuel Co ld v Durand appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated March 31, 1902, without a jury June 19 
Angell, on behalf of himself, &c v Merchant Marine Insce Co appl of 
pltfis from judgt of Mr J ustice Bigham, dated May 6, 1902, without a 
jury, Middlesex June 20 
Torkington v Magee appl of deft from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Darling and Channell, dated June 25, 1902 July 1 
Aylward v Lamotte appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
June 10, 1902, with a special jury, Middlesex (two actions consolidated 
by order) July 8 
Proctor v Metropolitan Borough of Islington appl of pltff from judgt of 
Mr. Justice Wright, dated April 9, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
July 8 
In re Agricultural and Holdings (England) Act, 1883 to 1900 In re an 
Arbitration between J Mardie (Tenant) and George D Faber and ors 
(Landlords) appl of landlords from judgt of Judge Greenwell, dated 
June 18, 1902 (special case), Neweastle-on-Tyne July 9 
Giblan v National Amalgamated Labourers’ Union of Great Britain and 
Ireland appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated April 18, 
1902, with a jury, Cardiff July 9 
Perry v Redman appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated May 
1, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex July 9 
Willing junr ld v Brickwell and Kerr app] of deft Kerr from judgt of Mr 
Justice Jelf, dated July 7, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex July 11 
Wells v The Army and Navy Co-operative Soc ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated April 16, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex July 15 
Brown and Goodman .v Simpson appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated July 10, 1902, with a special jury, Huntingdon (not 
before seven days after judgt given in House of Lords in ‘‘ Simpson v 
Attorney-Gen) July 17 
Brown, Brough & Co v National Bank of India ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated June 17, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex July 18 
Ward v Hill appl of deft from judzi of af Justice Lawrauce, dated 
July 4, 1902, without a jury, Lincoln July 
Scoble and others v The Secretary of Staté 4 “Council of India ap 1 of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated June 16, 1902, without 
a jury, Middlesex July 22 
E L Browne v M C Furtardo, Surveyor of ‘Taxes (Revenue Side) appl of 
respt from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated June 20, 1902 5 hy 22 
Iyall and Deer v Watney, Combe, Reid, & Co ld appl of pltffs from judgt 
of Mr Justice Darling, dated May 9, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
July 23 
Robert L. Hunter (Suppliant) v The King (Revenue Side) appl of The 
Attorney-Gen for the Commrs of Inland Revenue from judgt of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, dated June 18, 1902 July 23 
Sanderson v The Blyth Theatre Co ld and Hope app! of defts Blyth 
Theatre Co ld from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated July 9, 1902, 
with a special jury, Neweastle-on-Tyne July 24 
Adams v Coombs appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
June 11, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex July 25 
Islington Borough Council v The London School Board appl of plttts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated June 11, 1902 (special case) 
Jul 
Miley’ The Adamant Stone and P wving Co ld appl of pti? from judgt 
of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated June 2, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
(security ordered) July 20 
Roberts and anr v James and anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated July 11, 1902, without a jury, Welshpool (judgment in 
London} Aug | 
Greaves v Lilley appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
Aug 5, 1002) Aug 7 
Hain & Sons v Gilliland & Sons appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated Aly: 6, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Av 
In the Matter of an Arbitration between the Manchester Carriage and 


Edelstein v Schuler and ors 
Dovey v Elliott a 


appl of pltff from judgment of | Cadman vy Ward 


Kodak 1a v Robert Clark (Surveyor of Taxes) Revenue Side 


Lewis, 


Duquesne and anr v Anglo- Oriental Carpe 


Liverpool Mutual Marine Insurance 


(Purchasing Authorities) a ofthe Purchasing Authorities from jad judgt 
of Mr Justice Bigham ( :. case), dated July 28,1902 Aug 8 , 
ae ee ee ee SS See 
Bigham, dated May 9, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 1 
pl of deft’ aes of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
Aug 12 
ing Cold appl of pliff from judgt 
yal, 1902, without a jury, Cardiff 


Aug 5, 1902, wit ab gy ome 


of Mr Justice Jelf, dated 
Aug 12 
a hee judgt of Mr Justice Jelf (in 


Chambers), dated July 16, 1902 Aug 12 


The Smelting Co of South Australia ld v The Greater Boulder Perseverance 


Gold Mining Cold app! of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated Aug 1, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 12 


Rathbone Bros & Co v David Maclver, Sons & Cold appl of pitffs from 
verpool 


yesh of Mr Justice Wills, dated July 30, 1902, without a jury, Li 


appl of respt 


from judgt of Mr Justice P’ dated June 19,1902 Aug 14 


De Bathe v Waring appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 


dated Aug 7, 1902 Aug 14 
Robins & Co v Segar appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated August 2, 1902, without a jury,Middlesex August 14 


Glamorgan Coal Co ld and ors v The South Wales Miners’ Federation and 


ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice em, dated August 7, 
1902, and a special jury, Middlesex August 18 


Ilford Gas Co v Ilford Urban District Council (John Jackson, 3rd 


party) 
appl of 3rd party from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated August 11, 
1902, without a jury, Middlesex (No 2 New Trial Paper to follow this, 
by order) August 23 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council, Applts v Conway Rural 


District Council, Respts appl < {Pits from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated August 4, 1902 August 2 


Butler v Keay appl of deft tod judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 


August 12, 1902 August 25 


Thomas Hudson, Applt v F W Gribble (Surveyor of Taxes, Revente Side), 


Respt appl of applt from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated June 
19, 1902 Aug 2 


Robert Bell, pay v F W Gribble (Surveyor of Taxes) Respt (Revenue 


Side) appl ~ respt from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated June 19, 
1902 Aug 28 


André v Blom, sued, &c appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 


dated Aug 5, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 29 


Krell vy Henry appl ‘of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated Aug 


11, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex — i 1 


re a 
3rd party) appl of defts from Ms at Mr Justice 


Aug 5, 1902, without a jury, Mid =A Sept 3 

+ Any vena M9 ld v Usielli € Cold appl 
of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated Aug 6, without a jury, 
Liverpool Sept 3 
The Smelting Co of Australia ld v The Great Boulder Perseverance Gold 
Mining Cold appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
Aug 1, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Sept 4 


wd Haycock & Sons ld ¥ Nalder appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 


Darling, dated July 5, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Sept 11 


Price v Jenkins appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated June 


23, 1902, without a jury, Dolgelly Sept 13 

Forrestt & Son ld v Sharrer’s Zambesi Traffic Co ld appl of pitffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated July 9, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex 
Sept 18 

Sawenk and anr v Leonard Dalton appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Lawrance, dated Aug 12, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex {so 
for appointment of legal representative—deft a bankrupt) Sept 19 
Hayward and anr v Helen Dalton appl pl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, dated Aug 12, 1902, without a Rt Middlesex ({s o for 
appointment of legal representative) Sept 1 

Abram Coal Co ld v The Great Central y Co Railway and Canal 
Commission) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, Sir F 
Peel and Viscount Cobham, dated Aug 26, 1902 Sept M 

Ackers, Whitley & Co, ld v The Great Central Railway Co (Railwar 
and Canal Commission) appl of defts from judgment of Mr Justice 
Wright, Sir F Peel and Viscount Cobham, dated Aug 26, 1802 Sept M 

Mayor, Xo of myo pe vy Ellen appl af pe, from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham , dated Aug 4, 1902 

Haydon and anr vy Cartwright © Sons of pluffs fran judgt af Mr 

Justice Bucknill, dated July 2 


, 1902 Get 9 
Stanbury v Roberts and anr appl of pitt from one of Mr Justice 
vat a = Briste 


Bigham, dated July 28, 1902, wi 
Birkbeck v The Sheftield Union Banking Co appl of ae tran jedat 
of Mr Justice Channell, dated Aug 4, 1902, without a jury, Bimaingham 
Oct 21 
Gordon v Trubshawe appl of yoni from judgt of Mr Justice Philhmore, 
dated Aug 4, 1902, without a ox Ue dl 
Cunani Steamship Co ld ¥ of pltifs from judgt af Ma 
Justice Walton, dated Aug 11, “1002, ta jury, Mikidkeex Oct U2 
do Hart (trading, &c) v The Compania Anonima, &o appl of defts from 
judge of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Oct 31, 1903, without a jury, 
Johnny Nichol appl of deft fom Judgh of Me 3 Danting, dated 
ohnsen ¥ Nichols & WS 
Middlesex Nor 





‘Tramway Co and the Lord Mayor, & of the City of Manchester and ore 


Nov 4, 1902, without a jury, 
[| La re Harold Coxon, a Pauper Guardians of ‘a Poor of the Qrmakikk 
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Union (Applts) v Guardians of the Poor of the Chorlton Union (Respts) 


(Crown Side) appl of respts from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Will and Channell, JJ, dated Oct 27, 1902 Nov 10 

Jackson v Mumford appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, 
dated Nov 3, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex, and cross-notice of appl 
by pltff, dated Nov 20, 1902 Nov 15 

Westminster Fire Office v Reliance Marine Insce Co ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Nov 3, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex Nov 15 

Von Schmidt (trading as Meer & Gloor) v Ronchetta and ors appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Nov 6, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex Nov 19 

Davies v Curtis & Harvey ld appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated Oct 30, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 20 

McAnnally and Inglis ¥ W H Weil & Co appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Darling, dated Nov 5, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 20 

Cocks v Rossner appl of plaintiff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Nov 7, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 21 

tuscoe v Groundsell appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, 
dated Aug 11, 1902, without a jury, Lincoln Nov 21 

Moore v Todd appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Nov 
13, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 25 

In re the Taxation of Costs and In re J W Browne, a Solicitor, Ke appl 
of J W Browne from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated Nov 14, 1902 
Nov 26 

Rowson v The Atlantic Transport Co, ld appl of p!tff from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Nov 19, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 1 

McPherson v Ponsonby appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated Nov 13, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 2 

Yeatman v Mitchell and Hughes appl of pltff in person from judgt of Mr 
Justice Ridley, dated Nov 18, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 3 

R Williamson & Son v W Lee Pilkington appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Dec 1, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 15 

Nadel v Martin and ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated Nov 17, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 16 

The Barque Quilpue ld v J. & A. Brown app! of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Dec 2, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 16 

R W Leyland & Co v Antony Gibbs, Sons & Co appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Dec 2, 1902, without a jury, 
Middlesex Dee 16 

Rh. & D. Jones ld vy F. Green & Co appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Dec 2, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 16 

The Lord Mayor, Alderman and Citizens of the City of Sheffield v Barclay 
and another appl of defts from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice, dated 
Oct 27, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 19 

Azienda Assicuratrice vy Delcomyn appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bruce, dated Dec 9, 1902, without a jury, London Dec 19 

The Greenock Steamship Co ld v The Maritime Insce Cold appl of pltffs 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham ‘Commercial List), London Dec 23 

Mackill v Marten appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, without 
a jury, Middlesex Dec 24 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
ADMIRALTY). 
Fon Hearne. 
Final List. 
With Nautical Assessors. 
1902, 

Grand Duche 1902) Folio 226 1901 C 1,206 (Liverpool 
Richard Cornelius & Co v Owners of French Ship or Vessel Grand 
Duchess Olga damage to cargo) appl of defts from judgt of The 
President, dated April #0, 1902 May 29 

Cambridge 1902 Folio 156 The Commixsioners for executing the office 
A Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland vy The Great Eastern Railway Co (damage) appl of the pitffs 
from judigt of The President, dated June 17,1902 June 25 Cambridge 
1992 Folio 156 Same v Same (damage) appl of defts from judgt of 
The President. dated June 17,1902 July 21 

Cordilleras 1992 Folio« 70 and 81 (Comsolidated William France 
Fenwick & Co id, Owners of Steamship Poplar v Owners of Steamship 
Cordilleras ‘damage app! of deft« from judgt of Mr Justice Barnes, 
Aated June 5,1902 June 25 

Valegarth 1072 
Obie Steamship 


Olza 


olicn 265 amd 283 ‘comolidated) The Chesapeake and 
lo kiy The Owners of Steam-hip Dalegarth (damage 


appl «of defte from jodgt of The President, dated Aug 7, 1902 
(het fA 

k romprinzs Wilhelm 160 Folio 377 The Owners of Steam hip Robert 
Ingram and ors v The Owners of Steamship Kronprinz Wilhelin 
damage appl of defte from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
Now, 29, 1902 Vee 19 


Without Nattical Assessors, 
Final Li«t 
1902. 

Care Vote 1402 Police GA and 74 ‘ameolidated) Owner 
ship Uritioh Prince v Owners of Steamahip Cayo Bonito 
frean joAgt A Mr Justice Warnes, dated June 10,1002 July 10 

Totovan 1672 Vein Piettre and ore ¥ Owners of the Steam hip 
Sewteroan Wreach of « frat apy of pin from order of Mer Jtustioa 
Vhillinune, date Dec 4, 1002 View 1é ' 


of Steam- 
appl on dette 


y Md J 


| 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1902. 


Steeger v Heddergott appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on app! from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 16, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Kennedy and a common jury, Middlesex (restored Dec 1, 1902) May 2% 

Ilford Gas Co v The Ilford Urban District Council (J Jackson, 3rd_ party) 
appln of defts as against 3rd party for judgt or new trial on app! from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 5, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and special jury, Middlesex (to follow No. 139, K B Final 
List) June 12 

Walker v London United Tramways ld appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 15, 1902, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex July 29 

Brown v Bell appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated July 18, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Channell anda 
special jury, Nottingham Aug 12 

Gladley v Great Eastern Railway Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Aug 4, 1902, at trial before Mr. 
Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex Aug 12 

John Hughes v The Lord Mayor, Alderman, and Citizens of the City of 
Leeds appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and 
judgt, dated Aug 2, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and 
special jury, Leeds Aug 14 

Allison v The Imperial and Foreign Investments Corpn ld appl of defts 
for judgt or new trial oh appl from verdict and judgt, dated Aug 4, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and special jury, Leeds Aug 25 

Coates v Moore appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Oct 7, 1902, at trial before the presiding judge, TH 
Baylis, KC, and a common jury, Court of Passage, Liverpool Oct 29 

Bleick (widow) v Jerran appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Oct 29, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley 
and a special jury, Middlesex (security ordered) Nov 4 

Maddison v Rhodes appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Aug 8, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, York Nov 5 

Hemstead v Clark appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Nov 6, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Walton 
and a common jury, Middlesex Nov 8 

McQuire v The Western Morning News Cold applu of defts for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 3, 1902, at trial 
before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex Novy 12 

Howard v Clark appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated November 5, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Walton and a common jury, Middlesex November 14 

Watt v Beauchamp appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Oetober 30, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bruce and a special jury, Middlesex November 20 

Harris v Perry & Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on app! from 
verdict and judgt, dated November, 14, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Wills and a special jury, Middlesex November 21 

Abrahams v Restall appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated November 17, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley, with a jury, Middlesex November 21 

Cobb and anr v London General Omnibus Cold appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt dated Nov 11, 1902, ut 
trial before Mr Justice Channell and a common jury, Middlesex 
Nov 22 

Linley v Wilkinson and ors 


we of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, ¢ 


ated Nov 21, 1902, at trial before Mr 
Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex Nov 29 

Roberts v Daniels appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Nov 20, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley and a common jury, Middlesex Dee 2 

Davis v Bromley Urban District Council —— of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 17, 1902, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a common jury, Middlesex Dec 8 

Maynard v The Consolidated Kent Collieries Corpn ld appln of pltff for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 4, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex 
Dec 10 

Boucas v Cooke, Coutts, & Reynolds appl of defts for judgt or new. trial 
on app! from verdict and judgt, dated Dee 8, 1902, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley aud a common jury, Middlesex Dee 12 

Jacob vy The Mayor, &c, of Southend-on-Sea appln of defts for judgt or 

ew trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dee 15, 1902, at trial 

before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Midglesex Dee 19 

Geller v Singer = applu of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Dec 16, 1002, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a 
common jury, Middlesex Dee 20 

Young v Neale appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Dec 10, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Bruce and a 
special jury, Middlesex Dec 22 

Lewis & Lewis v The Taff Vale Railway Co appln of defts for judgt or 

new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dee 4, 1002, at trial 

before Mr Justice Bucknill and a special jury, Swansea Deo 25 

Godley v Taine appli of deft in person) for judgt or new trial on appl 





from verdict ay judgt, dated Nov 24, 1902, at trial before Mr Juctice 
Walton aud a ppecial jury, Liverpool (Preston PR) Dee 25 


Dawson 


ti 


Owles ¥ 
jssues 


Nov ¢ 


MM | 
Buel 


Ropne! 
Bigt 
Philliy 


Dec 
» 4 


In the 





pp! from 
Justice 
May % 
party) 
pl from 
Justice 
B Final 


or hew 
l before 


verdict 
ll anda 


W trial 
re Mr, 


City of 
ict and 
n and 


; defts 


‘erdict 
TH 
29 

| from 
Ridley 


from 
ustice 


from 
alton 


gt or 
trial 
from 


istice 


from 
stice 


from 
stice 
Tom 


tice 


det 
aul 
Sex 


ppl 
Mr 


‘om 
ice 


Jan..10 1903! 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 47.) 191 








' wson v Spetch & Thomas appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
sy pl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 10, ry at trial before Mr 


Fastice Kennedy and a special jury, Leeds 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION, 
(Tuterlocutory List.) 
1902. 


Owles v Foster and Taylor (Assignee) appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Bucknill, dated May 1, 1902 part heard s 0 (pending trial of 
issues) May 8 ; 

Thomas v Phillips appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Nov 6, 1902 Nov7 

The Austrian Lloyd Steamship Co v The Gresham Life Assurance Society 
ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Darling, dated Oct 28, 1902 
Nov 5 

hn leby v Wilson appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Nov 17, 1902 Decl 

Davy v Bisini appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Darling, dated Dec 
1, 1902 (security ordered) Dec 3 

Willson (Judgment Creditory v Hawart (Judgment Debtor) 
(garnishee)—Ashmead (clmt) appl of judgment creditor from judgt of 
Mr Justice Darling, dated Dec 3, 1902 Dec 16 

The Goldfields of Matabeleland ld v Best and ors (John Clark, 3rd_ party) 
appl of John Clark from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated Dec 10, 
1902 Dec 19 

MM Gedge v H T Van Laun appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, dated Dec 15, 1902 Dec 20 

Ropner & Co v Dickinson & Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 

igham, dated Dec 11, 1902 (by leave) Dec 23 

Phillips v Wand appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
Dec 19, 1902 Dec 24 

Hope v Stanbury Eardley appl of deft from order of Mr Commissioner 

orbes, KC, Birmingham, dated Dec 10, 1902 Dec 24 


In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 
From Covnty Covers, 
1901. 


In the Matter, &e Mary Eaton (widow), Applicant v J E Edwards, Respt 
(Crown Side) appl of respt from award of County Court (Denbighshire, 
Wrexham), dated Oct 2, 1901 (remitted to County Court) Oct 16 

In the Matter, &@ Thomas Needham, Applicant v George Leeder, Respt 
(Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Court (Durham, 
Hartlepool), dated Oct 11, 1901 (remitted to County Court) Oct 30 


1902. 


In the Matter, &e Alexander Lee Isaacson and Annie Levy Isaacson, his 
wife, Applicants v The New Grand, Clapham Junction, Respts appl 
of applicant from award of deputy of County Court (Middlesex, West- 
minster), dated Dec 16, 1901 (s o until after trial in Westminster County 
Court) Jan 1 

In the Matter, &e Legal Representatives of Atkinson, dec (Applicant) v 
Lumb, Respt appl of respt from award of County Court (Yorkshire, 
Todmorden), dated Aug 1, 1902 Aug 18 

Tn the Matter, &e Elvin (Applicant) v Woodward & Co, Respts appl of 
applicant from award of county court (Middlesex, Shoreditch), dated Oct 
11, 1902 (security ordered) Oct 20 

In the Matter, &e Fred E Parker (Applicant) v Morrison and Mason, 
Respts appl of respts from award of county court (Shropshire, Cleobury 
Mortimer), dated Oct 3, 1902 “Oct 20 

Inthe Matter, &¢ McDonough (Applicant) v Harkers & Sons, mn appl 
of respts from award of county court (Yorkshire, Middlesbrough), dated 
Oct 6, 1902 

In the Matter, &c 
respt from award of county court (Middlesex, Clerkenwe 
2,1902 Nov 5 

In the Matter, &¢ 


Oct 27 
Kiteley (Applicant) v Edmondson (Respt) appl of 
), dated Oct 


Weavings (Applicant) v Kirk & Randall (Reepts) appl 
of applicant from award of county court (Kent, Woolwich), dated Nov 


22, 1902 (security ordered) Nov 12 

Tn the Matter, &c Ives (Applicant) v Langley (Respt) appl of applicant 
from award of county court (Norfolk, Kings Lynn), dated Nov 13, 1902 

3 

In the Matter, &e Sarah Jane Golding (Applicant) v Cochrane & Co 
(Respts) appl of applicant from award of county court (Worcestershire, 
Dudley), dated Nov 17, 1902 Dee 8 

In the Matter, &e French (Applicant) vy Underwood and aur (Respts) 
appl of applicant from award of county court (Lancashire, Ashton- 
wnder-Lyne), dated Nov 20, 1002 Dec 8 

Inthe Matter, && Preston (Applicant) v Wade & Co (Respts) “ppl ot 
respts from award of county court (Warwickshire, Birmingham), dated 
Nov 24, 1902 Dee 11 


Inthe Matter, &e John Keane (Applicant) v W Nash (Respt) appl 4 
AEC 


splicant from award of county court (Surrey, Southwark), ¢ 


Nov 24, 1902 Dec 15 
Inthe Matter, &e Alfred G Stovens (Applicant) v General Steam Naviga- 
tion Co ld woe appl of respts from award of county court (Surrey, 
Southwark), dated Dee 1, 1902 Dec 16 
Ta the Matter, &¢ Jefferson (Applicant) v Bentley and Lock (Respts) 
appl of respts from award of county court (Durham, West Hartlepool), 
Dec 9 1002 Dee 24 


Spain . 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Hirary Srrties, 1903, 
Notices relating to the Chancery Cause List. 


Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 
the Hilary Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Kexewicn.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Kekewich will sit for the disposal of 
his Lordship’s Witness List daily through the Sittings to the exclusion of 
other business. 

Mr. Justice Bynne.—Except when other business is in the Daily Cause 
List, Mr. Justice Byrne will sit for the disposal of his Lordship’s Witness 
List daily throughout the Sittings to the exclusion of other business. 

Mr. Justice Farwet..—The retained actions with witnesses will be taken 
by Mr. Justice Farwell on days to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Fanwett will take 
Liverpool and Manchester business as follows :— 

1. Motions, Short Causes, Petitions and Adjourned Summonses, on every 
other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, the 17th of January. 

2. Summonses in Chambers wiil be taken on every other Saturday, 
commencing with Saturday, the 17th of January. 

Mr. Justice Buckiey will take his business as announced in the Hilary 
Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take the retained witness actions on days to be 
announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Swrxren Eapy.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady will take actions with 
witnesses daily throughout the Sittings. 

Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Justices Farwell, Buckley, 
and Joyce will sit in court the whole day on every Monday during the 
Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into court will be taken as follows: Mr. Justice 
Kekewich as stated in the Daily Cause List ; Mr. Justice Byrne, with non- 
witness actions on days to be announced ; Mr. Justice Farwell, with non- 
witness actions; Mr. Justice Buckley, with non-witness actions; Mr. 
Justice Joyce, with non-witness actions ; and Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, as 
tated in the Daily Cause List. 

Special Notice with Referenee to the Chancery Witness Lists. 

During the Hiliary Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of witness 
actions as follows :— 

Mr. Justice Kekewich will take his witness list as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Byrne will take his witness list as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Farwell will take the retained witness actions as announced 
above. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take the retained witness actions as annenneed 
above. 

Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady will take his witness list as announced above. 

























Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
Set down to December 24th, 192.) 


Before Mr. Justice Krxrwren. 
Retained by Order. 
Motions. 

Boltoa v Curre and ors Campbell 
v Curre and ors Osborne v Curre 
and ors motion 

Mear v Fowler motion 

London Properties Development 
Corpn ld v London Wall Estate 
Cold motion 

Tn re Lampson 
son motion 


Lampson v Lamp- 


Adjourned Summonses, 

In re Browne’s Settlement and 
Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 
Brande v Browne adjd sumns 

In re The  Barrow-in-Furmess 
Corpn and Rawlinson’s Contract 
and V and P Act, 1874 adjd 
sums 

In re Bence Anson v Woodward 
adja sumns 

| Inve Hon FJ Tollemache, dee In 

re Hon A G Tollemache, dee 

Lady Sudeley v Biddulph adja 

sumns 





| Causes for Trial (with Witnesses.) 

| Leage v Citizens’ Property Co Id 
act 

Attorney-General v Birmingham, 
Tame and Rea District Drainage 
Board act (Easter = Sittings, 
1903) 

Good v Victoria Vegetarian Res- 
faurant act 


| In re Seavers Seavers v Seavers 
| act 





Duncan, Gilmour, & Co ld vy Eaton 
act without pleadings 

Sturgeon Falls Pulp Co ld v Edward 
Lioyd act (pleadings to be deliv- 
ered) 

Mac Rae v Graham act (not to 
be in Paper until 30 days after 
depositions filed (by order 

Jay v Wilson act (not before one 
month after last affidavit of docu- 
ments, by order) 

Goode v John Aird & Sons act 
without pleadings 

In re Bernstein's Patent, No 1,608 
of 1902 petition to go into Wit- 
ness List (by order 

Fuirhead v Spalding act 

Macaulay v Glass act not before 
additional security ordered, com- 
pleted 

In re Registered Trade-mark, No 
241,492, of the Neostyle Mana- 
facturing Co ld and In re 
Patents, Designs, and Thade- 
Marks Acts, 1883 te IS88 origina- 
ing mota to rectify Register 
(entered as Witness Action, by 
onder) 

In re Hardie 
and m fj 

Litchfield vy Marsden — act 

Orme, Evans, & Co, Id y Rose act 

The London and County Contrcts 
Co ld v Tallack act 

Ture Jackson Jackson v dackson act 

Jackson ¥ Jackson act 

Raker v Parkinson act 

Attorney-Gen vy County Council of 


the West Riding of Yorkshire act 


Hardie v¥ Hantie act 
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Before Mr. Justice Byrne. 
Retained by order. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

In re Gray Gray vGray act pt 
hd (so 

Motions. 

In the Matter of the Tower Oil Co 
ld of Newcastle v The 
Company 

Burford v Burford 

Dickinson:v Dickinson 

The Wimbledon Sports Club 
Gallini v The Club 

In re Trade Mark, No 91,863 of The 
Aktiessels Kabet de Forened 
Bryggerier and In re Patent 
Designs and Trade Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1888 

In re The Tea Corpn 
The Tea Corpn 

Pawley v Pawley 

Gowing v Gidney 


Sorsbie v 


Petitions. 

Honywood v Honywood pt hd 

In re Boles’ Trusts and In the 
Matter of the Trustee Act, 1893 
for payment of moneys out of 
Court 

Talbot v Scarisbrook 

Holgate v Jennings (s 0) 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Marchioness of Thomond 
Stucley v Kekewich adjd sumns 
(3 o) generally 

In re Pigeon Surgey v Pigeon 
adjd sumns pt hd 

In re Salmon Salmon v Salmon 
adjd sumns 

In re Lynn, dee Randall v Wilson 
adjd sumns 

In re Morrell and Burt’s Contract 
and. Vendor and Purchasers Act, 
1874 adjd sumns 

Gould v Coaks adjdsumns 

In re Thomas Rowe, dec Jago v 
Rowe adjd sumns 

In re Leiner’s appln for the Regis- 
tration of a Trade-Mark, No 
237,987 and In re Opposition No 
3,315 by Frith, Sands, & Co, and 
In re Patents, Designs, and 
Trade-Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 
motion (by order) 

Cornbrook Brewery Co ld v Law 
Debenture Corpn 1d act 

Trevor vy Campbell adjd sumns 

In re James Goodchild Woodhead 
v Hewitt adjd sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

In re Brown Brown v Brown act 
s o till Easter, 1903, by order) 

Sach v Cottrell act 

Angier v Marshall act 

Raggett and ors v Raggett act 
(s o until two days after sumns 


disposed o 

In re H Petch,dec Petch v Mallett 
act (s o for appointment of Legal 
Representative) 

J Crosfield & Sons 1d y The Man- 
chester Ship Canal Co act 

Foort v Jameson act 

The British Thompson Houston 
Co 1d v The Mayor, &c, of the 
City of Manchester act 

Jaeger v Mansions Cousolidated 1d 
act (s o until after appeal on 
points of law disposed of) 

Jensen and anr v Marshall and anr 


act 
Price v Ewen and anr act 
Kimball v Newhall act 
Mitchell v Taylor and ors act 
Jared v Radcliffe and Spinks act 
— and anr v Bell and anr 


Cavendish v Strutt and ors act 
Muse v Westmorland act 
Vogler v Dods, Ker, & Go act 





Apostoloff Automatic Co ld v Auto- 
matic Telephone Cold act 

Rickerby v Reary act 

In the Matter of the Centre Steer- 
ing Tractive Co ld  motn for 
rectification, with Witnesses (by 
order) 

J B Brooks & Co ld v Edward 
Lycett ld act 

The South American Electric Co ld 
v Smurthwaite act 

Clark and anr v Robinson & ors act 

Todd v Chambers act 

Bonney v Chard act 

Cheney v Eddowes and ors act 

H P Truefitt ld and anrv Edney 
act 

Marie Susan Morgan v Charles 
Morgan act (Swansea DR) 

Lacon & Cold v Day act 

Spear’s Glassworks ld v Spear act 





Before Mr. Justice FarweEtu. 
Retained by Order. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

In re Seabrook Hollomby v Sea- 
brook act (s o generally — 
liberty to amend and apply to 
restore) 

Burnside v Burnside act 

Ashton & Co v Emanuel act 

Hart v Porthgain Harbour ld _ act 

Emes-Thomas v Hounsell act 

In re Wilkinson’s Estate Child v 
Green act 


Causes for Trial (without Witnesses 

and Adjourned Summonses). 

In rede Sauty de Sauty vde Sauty 
adjd sumns 

In re Chandler Hamv Hoy adjd 
summns 

In re Perrin Moxley v Avery adjd 
sumns 

In re Queensland Land and Coal Co 
ld Davis v Martin adjd sumns 
(Jan 15) 

Grice v Petley Hester v Petley 
adjd sumns (to come on with fur 
con) 

In re F Brown’s Estate Sisum v 
Brown adjd sumns (to come on 
with fur con ‘In re Chas. 
Brown’s Estate—Brown v Sisum”’ 
—when set down) 

Phillips v Seaborne mfj (s o with 
liberty to apply to enter in 
Witness List) 

Wynniatt v 
case 

In re Rowland Jones v Rowland 
adjd sumns 

In re Piercy 
adjd sumns 

In re The British Electrical Manu- 
facturing Co Broadbent v The 
British Electrical Manufacturing 
Co m fj set down by direction 
of Master, without pleadings and 
marked short (Jan 20, 1903) 

In re Wroughton Stone v Attorney- 
Gen adjdsumns 

In re Marshall Barker v Barker 
adjd sumns 

Morison v Morison m f j (short) 

In re Pollock Hamilton v Thomas 
adjd sumns 

In,re Carlton’s Estate 

ard adjd sumns 

Brydone v Steel adjd sumns 

Todd v North-Eastern Ry Co adjd 
sumns 

In re Boyer McCaul v Boyer adjd 
sumns 

Walker v Canney 


Wynniatt special 


Whitwham v Piercy 


Ward v 


m f j (short) 


Further Considerations. 
In re McCarthy Gibbs v McCarthy 
fur con 
In re Stockwell’s Trusts 
Browne fur’con 
Grice v Petley Hester vy Petley fur 
con and adjd sumns 


Browne v 


Before Mr. Justice Bucxiry. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Mathieson v_ Universal Stock 
Exchange ld act pthd (so leave 
to amend) 


Further Consideration. 
Knott v MacCullum fur con 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
The Eaton Saxon Brewery Co 
Dalby v The Company Dale v 
The Company m f j (so until 
further order) 

In re Wood Maber and anr v 
Nichols adjd sumns 

Inre Waterhouse and Druce’s Con- 
tract and V and P Act, 1874 
adjd sumns 

Nelson & Cov Gall adjd sumns 

In re G M Harvey, dec -Harvey v 
Harvey adjd sumns 

Glamorgan Navigation Co ld v 
Nixon’s Navigation Co ld adjd 
sumns 

Hallett v Musgrave adjd sumns 

In re Gibson Gibson v Gibson 
adjd sumns 

In re Vivian’s Settlement Vivian 
v Wigley adjd sumns 

In re Trenchard, dec Ward v 
Trenchard In re Trenchard’s 
Settlement adjd sumns 

In re Sir E J Paul, dec Beavon v 
Pearce adjd sumns 

In re Mark Mordecai Mordecai v 
Mordecai adjd sumns 

In re Swinburne Snaith v Swin- 
burne adjd sumns 

In re Spence Spence v Spence 
adjd sumns 

In re Horton Page v Horton adjd 
sumns 

In re Cort’s Estate Dawson v Cort 
adjd sumns 

In re E Webb Hubbard v McKean 
adjd sumns 

In re Castlehow’s Lamonby and 
anrv Carter andanr adjd sumns 

Tn re Fellows’ Estate Radcliffe v 
Fellows adjd sumns 

In re Dunn, dec Brinklow v 
Singleton adjd sumns 

Morgan v Evans 

Tn re Williams 
adjd sumns 

In re Ellenborough Towry Law v 
Burne adjd sumns 

Sir Astley Corbett v The Earl of 
Yarborough adjd sums 

In re Robert Osborne, dee Ward v 
Osborne adjdsumns 

Berry v Gaukroger adjd sumns 
Berry v Gaukroger adjd sumns 

In re Wapshaw Jordan y Pepin 
adjd sumns 

In re Beringer’s Policy and In re 
The Married Women’s Property 
Act adjd sumns 

In re John Russell, dec Butterfield v 
Russell adjd sumns 

8S RH Mathews v J Brown and ors 
act for trial (against infants) and 
m f j (against others) so notin 
right form against infants 

Infre J M Pullen, dec Parker v 
Pullen adjd sumns 

In re Tetley Beverley v Bradley 
adjd sumns 

Walker v Walker adjd sumns 

In re Gordon, dec Gordon v Gordon 
adjd sumns 

In re Anger’s Settlement Trusts 
Tozer v Bruce adjd sumns 

In re Barlow’ Barlow v Barlow 
adjd sumns 

Staton v Cooke adjd sumns 

Showell’s Brewery Co ld v Steele and 
anr adjd sumns, 

Peckham v Inns of Court Hotel 
act without witnesses 


Williams v Brooks 





: 








In re M J Radcliffe, dec 
Beale adjd sumns 
In re Bevan Dingwall v Bevay 
adjd sumns 

In re David A Romain, a solor, &¢, 
adjd sumns 

In re Amos 
adjd sumns 

Kirkley Smith v Parnell act with. 
out witnesses 

In reWR A Stirling 
Watson adjd sumns 

In re AW Wilmer Moore v Wing. 
field adjd sumns 

In re Vincent’s Settlement Linton 
v Vincent adjd sumns 

In re Moxey, dec Moxey v Moxey 
adjd sumns 

In re Bloxam’s Estate Bloxam y 
Greig adjd sumns 

In re Collins Collins v The Bischoff 
White Lead Corporation (1900) 1d 
adjd sumns 

Allanson v Speak procedure sumns 

In re Arnold’s Trusts Holmes y 
Parson adjd sums 


Young'y 


Amos v Brotherton 


Bancroft y 


ompanies (Winding-up) anc 
Compa (Winding-up) 1 
Chancery Division. 


Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 
Electromotion Corpn ld (petn of 
EN B Donisthorpe and anr—so 
from Nov 11, 1902 to Jan 13; 

1903) 

Caledonian Engineering Co 1d (petn 
of W Monington—witnesses—s o 
from Nov 11, 1902, pending trial 
of action) 

Corunna Waterworks Co ld (petn 
of F J Knight—s o from Nov ll, 
1902 to Jan 27, 1903) 

New Imperial Electric Lamp Co.ld 
(petn of Disconto Maatschappij— 
s o from Dec 2 for Official 
Receiver to report) 

Incandescent Trust ld (petn of 
Winifred Mundler—s o from Dec 
9, 1902, to Jan 13, 1903) 

Alfred & Son ld (petn of Mary 
Lampert—witnesses—s o from 
Dec 9, 1902, to Jan 13, 1903) 

Finance Mines and _ Industries 
Assoc ld (petn of J Storer—so 
from Dec 9, 1902, to Jan 13, 1903) 

Sol Syndicate 1d (petn of Stora 
Kopparbergs Bergslags Aktie- 
bolag—s o from Dec, 16, 1902, to 
January 13, 1903) 

Viella Copper Co ld (petn of CR 
Parker—s o from Dec 16, 1902, to 
Jan 13, 1903) 

Southern Syndicate ld (petn of 
Samuel Allsopp & Sons ld) 

Cornbank Steamship Co ld (petn of 
Cardiff Channel Dry Docks and 
Pontoon Co 1d) 

Carbrook Steel Works 1d (petn of 
Samuel Fox & Co 1d) 

Brayshays ld (petn of John Walker 
& Sons 1d) 

London Shell Co ld (petn of C B 
Cris 

T Burton & Co ld (petn of Sharman 
& Elkins) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition (for Reduction of Capital) 
under Companies’ Acts, 1867 & 1877. 
Metallic Seamless Tube Co. ld and 

reduced (pety of company) 


Companies (Winding-up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Motions. 

Spiller & Co ld (for committal for 
contempt) 

G8 Williams ld (to enforce payment 
into company’s _ liqnidation 
account) 

Low, Sons & Bedford ld (Same) 

Undertakers’ Review and Allied 
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Trades Gazette, Printing and 
Publishing Co ld (Same) 

Automobile Manufacturing Co ld 
Moore v Automobile Manufactur- 
ing Co ld (for leave to issue writ 
of attachment) 


Chancery Division. 
Action for Trial. 
Melbourne Brewery and Distillery 
jd Brunton v Melbourne Brew- 
ery and Distillery ld and ors 


Companies (Winding-up) and Chan- 
cery Division, 
Court Summonses. 

Frederick Knight Steamships Co 
ld (for declaration as to validity 
of resolutions, re-sale of shares to 
Wand CJ Jones Steamships Co 
ld, &c) 

Edward J Stout ld 
Woodroffe) 

New Halkyn Lead Mine ld 
misfeasance—witnesses) 

Westbury Iron Cold (for directins 
as to mode of trial) 

Lombard Contract Corpn ld (to 
vary list of contributories) 


(on claim of 


(for 


London and District Bank ld (for 
distribution of assets) 
British Empire Trust Co ld (for 


misfeasance against J H Howard 

Siberian Goldfields Development Co 
ld (for appointment of Arbitra- 
tor) 

Donna Theresa Christina Railway 
Cold (for directions as to pay- 
ment of dividend) 

Exchange Trust ld 
contributories) 

Alpha Syndicate ld (as to lia- 
bility of W Webb with reference 
to 1,000 Founders’ Shares— 
witnesses) 

Samuel T Robinson & Co ld (for 
H M Harris to deliver an account) 

David Payne &Co ld Young v 
David Payne & Cold (for liberty 
to attend proceedings) 


(to vary list of 





Before Mr Justice Joyce. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 
Inre Ochs Kohn v Ochs act 
Green v Fowler act 


Causes for Trial (without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses). 
Inre The Companies Acts, 1862 to 

1900 and In re The Anglo-Dutch 

Exploration Cold motn entered 
in Non- Witness List (by order) 

Inre CJ F Campbell, dec Javal v 
Javal adjd sumns 

Inre Tow Harvey v Blake 
sumns 

In re Bence 
adjd sumns 

In re Browne’s Trusts and Trustee 
Act, 1883 Browne v_ Crofts 
adjd sumns 

In re Andrews, dec and In re Settled 
Land Acts Andrews v Cripps 
adjd sumns 

In re Bassett Bassett v Moore 
adjd sumns 

Brevitt v Phillips act 

In re Routledge Routledge vy 
Hankin adjd sumns 

In re Mansfield Mansfield v 
Maguire adjd sumns 

In ire Gratwicke Jupp Gladman v 
Jupp adjd sumns 

In re Clinton Clinton v Clinton 
point of law 

In re Thorne Thorne v Thorne 
adjd sumns 
re Davies and the Conveyancing 
Act adjd sumns 


adja 


Anson vy Woodward 


In re Ingram Clark 1d Burleigh v 
Clark adjd sumns 

In re E A Arkwright, dec Hutton 
v Hutton adjd sumns 

In re Turner Richardson v Turner 
adjd sumns 


Further Consideration. 
In re Newman Burns v Newman 
fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Swrnren Eapy. 
. Retained by Order. 
Motions. 


Maryport Brewery ld v Gate 

Inre Hodgson Maas v Jackson 

Boaler v Cochran 

Northbourne v Pringle 

In re Simmons, dec Henry v Sim- 
mons 

Collings v Larke & Sons 

In re Davies, dec Davies v James 

In re Syndicate du Yunnun 

In re Mann Butterworth v Mann 


Causes for Trial (without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses). 

In re Worthington Bingham v 
Keele adjd sumns 

In re Frost Frost v Dixon adjd 
sumns (to be set down as non- 
witness act—motn to come on 
with act by order) 

In re Gomonde Anstey v Anstey 
adjd sumns pthd 

In re Denton’s Estate Licenses 
Insce Corpn and Guarantee Fund 
ld y Denton adjd sumns 

In re J H Bowles the elder’s Estate 
Fox v Sedman adjd sumns 

In re Steel Steel v Vick adjd 

* sumns 

In re London Distilling Yeast Co 
ld Cronheim v London Distilling 
Cold adjd sumns 

In re The Trusts of an Agreement, 
&c Dodwell v Holt and ors 
adjd sumns (s 0 g to call general 
meeting) 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

In re Deighton’s Patent, No 15,670 
of 1896 (petn ordered to go into 
Witness List) 

In re Morison’s Patent, No 4,806 
of 1890, & petition ordered to 
go in Witness List 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 
1901 and In re The United Gold- 
fields of British Columbia ld 
originating motn entered in 
Witness List, by order 

Stepney v R Thomas & Co ld_ act 

London ang Northern Bank ld v 
Bowden act and m fj 

Northfleet Coal and Ballast Co ld v 
Ekman Pulp and Paper Co ld 
act (not before Jan 26) 

Ingoldby v Ingoldby acts o until 
2nd action, not yet set down, 
ready (to come on together) 

Tarkwa-Main Reef ld v Merton 
act (pleadings to be delivered) 

Lumley v Henochsberg act 


Bright 

Parry v Read act 
terms finally settl 
to restore) 


eft Muskett 
Codd v Delap 
March 1 





re J Foveaux’s Settlement and 
In re J Foveaux, dec Shepheard 
VYMercer adjd sumnus 


Pho hic Cold act 


Bright’s Trustee v F R Bright act 
and mf j_ (by certificate—not 
until after the rehearing of the 
petn in the Bankruptcy of C 


t hd (s o till 
, then apply 
Smith v Stuart Barnett v Smith 
Stuart v Smith actn for trial 
and counterclaims and mfj by 
= in first counterclaim against 


act (not before 


) 
Kodak ld v London Stereoscopic 


In re Trade Marks of Kodak ld and | Rogers v Puzey act ; 
In re Patents, &c, Acts, 1883 to | Lettsv Homer act 
1888 motn for rectification (to | Rogers v Poole act 
come into Witness List and Burleigh v Clark act and m f j 
heard with ‘‘ Kodak ld v Stereo- | Geen v Sandell & Cold act 


scopic, &c, Co ’’) 


Iichester, Lord v Angerstein act Richardson v Richardson act 


Green v Parsons actn and counter- | The Southern Syndicate ld v Mayor, 
claim &c, of Weymouth and Meleombe 
Walford v Hurst act Regis act 


Loibl v Express Dairy Co ld act 
(without pleadings by order) 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Masters in Crampers For Hitary Srrrnes, 1903. 
A to F.—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Lord Dunboyne; 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Day. 
G to N.—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Chitty ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Macdonell. 
O to Z.—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Archibald ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 
Practice Master. 
A Master will sit daily in his own room in accordance with the following 
Rota to dispose of all Questions of Practice, Ex parte Applications and 
General Business. 
Monday, Master Wilberforce. 
Tuesday, Master Lord Dunboyne. 
Wednesday, Master Macdonell. 
’ Thursday, Master Chitty. 
Friday, Master Day. 
Saturday, Master Archibald. 








For Txroat Ireiration anp Covcn ‘ Epps’s Glycerine Jujubes ” 
ae prove effective. ‘They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable 
to all suffering from cough, soreness, or dryness of the throat. Sold only 
in labelled tins, price 74d. and 1s. 13d. James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homeos 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr. ] 

Warnine To InreNpinc House Purcnasers anp Lessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable. to 
have the Drains and Sanitary ents independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary i ing Co. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, 4 i 

27 years. Telegrams: Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316, West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 


The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
Jan. 13.—Messrs. Davin Buryetrt & Co., at the Mart, at 2 :— 
Ground-rent of £120 per annum, secured upon business 
ith-road ; with reversion to the rack-rent 
Bas and Messrs. Hays, 








253, Hammersmith- 

66 years. Solicitors, ; Mylne Barker, 
Dunn, London. (See advertisement, Jan. 3, 
Jan. 15.—Messrs. Farebrother, "7 

at 2 :—Freehold Property known as Nos. 10 and 10a, Green 


No. 7, Charing , comprising a of ings of attractive 
elevation, let on lease at rents amounting to £1 per annum, increasing to £1,050 
per annum in 1909. Solicitors, Messrs. J. B. & F. Purchase, London. (See advertise- 


ment, Jan. 3, B 4.) 
Jan. 15.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRaNFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 :— 


ONS: 
To a Moiety of a Trust value £23,000; lady aged 81. Solicitors, Messrs. 
en ee ease and Gen Shr; ny aged 6 
Toa , Value , in way . x 
Solicitors, Messrs. Iliffe, Henley, & Sweet, = 
To One-third of a Residuary Estate, value £5,463; lady aged 60. Solicitors, 
Messrs. H Hooker, & Co., London. j 
To One-third o' £2,395 on Mortgage ; lady aged 71. Also to One-third of Six 
Freehold Houses, producing £42 A 6. 
To One-half of a Trust val 0 t si cks ; 
62, provided gentleman 38 survives her; with policies. Solicitors, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gassite.-—Fripay, Jan. 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luwrrep in CHANCERY. 


Avro-Poster@rara Synpicate, Lourep (1x Liguipatiox)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 7, to send ne opt ettaaen, and the particulars of their or 
claims, to J. F. Beatson, 39, : 

Barry "Pames Buupixe Co, Lurep (ix Liqguipatioy) (which is being wound A 
voluntarily)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 13, to send their names 

and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Alfred Akenhead, Bank 

bldgs, St st, Cardiff am . 

Bi Prarr, & Co, Luarev—Petn for winding up, Dec 30, directed to be 
) one’ + 18. Gunn & Co, 27. Lead enhall st, for aan & Shaw, solors 
for the petners. Notice of appearing much reach the above-named not 


6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 12 4 
Bourne Brewery Co, Lumen (1x btpeae gee Liquipation)—Creditors are ay el 





, Kodak ld v Houghton & Co act 


before Feb 5, to send names and the particulars of 
claims, to Arthur Durose, 10, South parade, N 











Sa 


. Dessis, Giapstoxe, Turnbridge. 


~ Sear, Freperick Herverr, A Builders 


7 


£ 
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Centrat Banta Raitway Co, Limirep (1x VoLuntary segeseazice) —- Connon 
required, on or before Feb 28, to their names and addresses, and Peper ole} 
pn I debts or a . i Lewis Stride, 3, Queen st, Cheapside. Bompas & Co, 

st, solors for liquidator 

ous Sreamsnip Co, Luutrep—Petn for winding up, gs oy mted Dec 9, directed to be 
heard on Jan 13. Riddell & Co, 9, John st, Bedford row, for Vachell & Co, Cardiff, 
solors for rs. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 

o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 12 

CoromManDEL Co or Inpia, ge pe are required, on or before Feb 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the SS of. their debts or claims, to William 
hauidato Bayley, 6, Queen st pl. cis & Johnson, Gt Winchester ‘st, solors to 

tor 


Raeurr Synpicatr, Luutep—Creditors are required, on or Rg Feb 21, to send 


their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims , to William Bolton, 
13, » Spring gdns, Manchester. Sutton & Co, solors to liquidator 
Ixvertep Incanpescent Gas Lamp Synpicate, Limrrep—Credito: required, on or 
before Feb 14} to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theit debts and 
claims, to Ernest Charles Cartner Smith, Dashwood House, 9, New Broad st 
& Co, Old Broad st, solors to liquidator 
Loves STeamsuip Co, Louitep—Creditors are uired, on or ——: Feb 14, to on their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Edwin 
Pease, Mowden, Darlington. Archer & Co, Middlesbrough. solors for liquidators 
Loxpoy Suet C ‘0, Limitep—Petn for winding up, resented Dec 23, directed to be heard 


on Jan 13. Christopher & Roney, 33, Cornhill, solors for Ady ” Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 12 
Sournern Synpicate, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 8, directed to be heard 
on Jan 13. Holmes & Co, 34, Clement's In. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o "Clock i in the afternoon of Jan 12 
T. G. Reeve & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr William Lewis, 
20, Gt Winchester st. Baker & Co, Union ct, Old Broad st, solors to the liquidator 
London Gazette,—Turspay, Jan. 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwrep 1x CHANCERY. 
AneLo-ContinetNAL Gotv Rezrs or Ruopesia, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented 





——= 
Jan 1, directed to be heard Jan 20. A. E. Timbrell, 54, New Broad st, solors for 


. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 1) te 
afternoon of Jan 14 “clock in ty 


Catvert’s Moror Co, a Fhe toe a required, on or before Feb 13, to send they 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr George Albat 
Pond, 23, Coleman st 


“Caurcn Review” Newsparer Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb, 
the their d 


to send their gy, Be of lebts or 
Berkeley Wien, Naken 23, Southampton 1) Chancery lane. Bolton, came 
brs, Basinghall st, solor for liquidator 

eae s Wuarr Estates, Liwtep (in VoLUNTARY Eoqwensgnes)— Costes are require, 
on or before Feb 24, to eir names and addresses, the particulars of their deb 
or claims, to Percy Brown and Charles James Dixey, 12, ovis iow, Miller & Co, = 
row, solors for liquidators 

Exvecrricat Copper Co, Limirep (1x Taqpepsmeen)—Condiines required, on or befon 
Feb 4, to send their names adi the calietion of tl thei debts or claims, ty 
G. Levert, 75, Gracechurch st. Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st, solors for liquidate” 

J S.Roserts & Co, Luntrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 18, to send thet 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Barret 
Winnicott, 20, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 

Jesmond Cius, Liwrep (IN coureneres)-Soaian are required, on or before Feb 16, tp 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jom 
Andrew Gardner, 44, Dean st, Newcastle upon Tyne. Appleby, Newcastle upon Tyne, 
solor for liquidator 

Liver Marine Mutvat UNDERWRITING ASSOCIATION, per eli ar are required 
on poren Yee ae 14, to send their names and ad the particulars of their debt 
claims, to John Harvey Evans, 10, Laburnum rd, Ticeed, rshaw & Hawkins, Liver. 
pool, solors for liquidator 

—— American Steamsuip Co, Limrtep—Creditors uired, on or before Feb 14, 

Stee Se pene 2 Oe Ss © to William Marshall Rhodes, 34, 

Leadenhall st. Lyne & Holman, Gt Winchester st, solors to liquidator 

York Harpour Coprrer oben Limite fee are required, on or before March 9, to send 
their names and and the particulars o: f their debts or claims, to William Bolton, 
13, Spring gdns, Mauchester. Sutton & Co, solors to liquidator. 








lat ll 45, C 


Cooper, WILLIAM, Droitwich, Worcester, Innkeeper Jan | 


ADJUDICATIONS. 





Bankruptcy Notices. | 


London Gazetie.—Fnivay, Jan. 2. | pe Rn, FRED, 


Booker, Jons, op ey Beerhouse Keeper Bradford | Dasizs, ALFRED, 


e Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 
ff Rec, 22, Park row, 


. Coney, 3g Edgbaston, ye — Mer- Gniret, exer, West Hartlepool, § Ship Broker Jan 9 at 3 


Birmingham Pet Dec 30 Ord De tec, 25, John st, 8 


. GiLvoy, Cuarzxs, South Bank, Yorks, Grocer Jan 16 at | 

Coorrr, Witiiam, Droitwich, ‘Worcester, "Nadiad er : 

be Huddersfield, G . PR oS age 

Oy worgens craig igloo 13 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Grirritus, Henry, Wem, Salop, 
Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Hickson, FREDERICK Wiiiiam, a by bib sch 
Lines, Higgler Jan 13 at 12.30 Off Receiver’s O' 


reester Pet Dec 30 Ord "Dee 30 


gon Assistant Huddersfield Pet Dec 30 Ord 
Dec 30 


Eccixs, Tuomas, South Shore, Blackpool, 
Victualler Preston Pet Dec 12 Ord Dee 30 
Fiscu, James, Bosconibe, “ee Confectioner’s 


Licensed 


| Cr — GEORGE. "Union et, “Sa Bow st, Builder Jan 12 at | Bareuas, Bovsas Iawex, Shigiey, Yorks, F ees Cyele 
2 abet J 
Bankru: b 


Agent Bradford Pet Nov 28 Ord Dec 


, Carey 
Bo 4 ford, Wareho | Berrs, per Grorde, Gower st High Coust Pet Nov 2 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Jan9at3 2, 1 st, Braato rd 


| Booker, aes Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper Bradford Pet 
Ord Dee 31 


m upon Hull, < * Dealer | Dee 3 

Jan 9 at 11 Of Ree, Trinity House in, H 

Cuvucuw an, Waurer, Harold Wood, Essex Chelmsford |F —— THOMAS Rarrits, Leeds, Coal Factor wan Oat 11.30 | 
et rd Dec 


diated Warptes, Essex 


Strand, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Oct 16° Ord Dee 39 


| Cormee, Apert, Oxford, Cycle Agent Oxford On 
erland Cuvrcuwarp, WALTER, Harold’ Wood, Essex Chelmsford 
Pet Dee 30 Or Dee 30 


Cross, Grorce, Union ct, Old Broad st, Builder High 
Court Pet Oct1 Ord Dec 29 
Davies, Henry Epwarp, Eccleshall, Saddler - Stafford 
Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 30 
| Davies, Ropert Jounx, Wilden Farm,-Leysters, Hereforl, 
bourer Leominster Pet Dec 5’ Ord Dec’ 30 


l Wood, Grocer Jan 


nt Jan 20 at 10.30 | 


Lincoln | De sats, Gi, poe —_——-. Huddersfield, Green- 
er Poole Pet Dec18 Ord Dec ainco! grocer fal haal t udderticld Pet as 
Fousrenav , Louis, Birmingham, Coal ‘aoe Birmingham —— = ee, Leicester, Bookkeeper Jan 9 at 3 Off | Jee 30 | De Onl 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec x ; 6 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Gurepuitt, Tuomas, ueie, — Estate Agent Dews- Ht re mtx, Henry, ony een Jan 9 at 


bury Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 11 Off Ree, 47, Full st, 


— 
rt . | LEATHLEAN, WititaM Henry, Muth "Plymouth, Dairyman | 
Lexnarppo, Cuaries, West Gorton, Manchester, Beteer | ‘Fan 9 at 11 6, Ath am terr, ymouth | Hixon, 
Marvex, Georce Bensauin, , <\ 7 crn Agent | Me acre Micuas, B Bolton, Draper Jan 9 at 3 19, 


Manchester Pet Dee 30 Ord Dec 30 
bourne Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 


Durrin Robert Norton, Poole, Dorset Poole Pet Decd 
| Ord Dec 23 


Erskine, Atpany Mar Srvart, Beaumont ter, West 
Grirritus, Henry, he ag Agent . Shrewsbury Pet | | JEFFREY, Wintiam ‘Asuwortn, Blowick, Southport, Baker | K : t 


ensington, High Court Pet Aug 20 Ord Dec 24 
Dee 12 Ord Dec 2 Jan 15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 39, Vietoria st, Liverpool Fanmen, Georce Austex Watrer, Brompton rd, Peram- 
Hixcxs, Groree, iaeeter, Book keeper Leicester Pet | JXES, Joux Henperr, Denbigh, Solictor Jan bulator Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov 24 Onl 
Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 10 at 11.15 Oe chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester Dec 31 
Lawzey, Jous Wittiam, Abbots Bromley, Staffs, Licensed | Kien, gg Se Leas Sam 180618 | Grasens, Tuouas, Morley, Yorks, Estate Agent Dew» 
Victualler Burton on Trent Pet Dec31 Ord Dec 31 ie te Natham: ay Sidlan eciner Jan 9 at | | Gri iris Henry. Wan Bal t Shi 
: —. eget oy ene ey an Mechanical Engineer "12.30 ' Off Ree, Bridge st, os, = F he a po Pete ag op, Agen rewsbury 


‘Geonay, Taicstr, Book keeper Leicester Pet 
| Sarees Jonun Witii1am, Abbots Bromley, Staffs, Licensed 
Joux Epmunp, i" A ees Engineer 


Victualler Burton on Trent Pet Dec'31 Ord Dec 3l 
Musom, Anprew Cuanrves, Bristol, Plumber Bristol Pet | Mowis, Pave Mowsrz, Pera, Liangollen, Denbigh, inne 
Dee 30 d 


Dee 30 Modeller Jan 9at 11 The Priory, W 


Morris, Cheetham, Manchester, Waterproof 1, » 
Maker py Off Rec, Byr Leyyarppo, CHar.tes, West Gorton, Manchester, Baker 


Neat, Dick, Bicester, Oxford, Plum 


Mrtcue.t, Cuantes Moone, Brough, Yorks, Commission | NATHAN; 
Agent. Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 3 Ord Dec 30 
NicutscaAves, WiniiaM, Gainsborough, Picture Frame | 


Maker Lincoln Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 St Aldates, Oxford 


Peanse, Fuaxx, Laton, Auctioneer Luton Pet Dec 31 NIGHTSCALES, Wiusam, Seto, Clerk Jan 13 at 


Jee 31 : 11.30 Off Rec, Linco! 


Salford Pet Dec 11_ Ord Dec 


~ st, Manchester 


Sem 30 ot 18 4 nchester Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 


ee = ye Bolton, Draper Bolton Pet Dee 8 
McIwtosn, ‘Davip, Gosforth, ete, Draper 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 
Rurvs, Freperick, Birmingham, Egg Merchant Birming- rw: Asst, Acton, Commimion Agent Jan 10 at | ) Many. 
2 30 


ham Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 


reston Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 30 Rec, Lincoin 


Srorrvanv, Tom, Hulland Ward, evs Farmer Burton | Leeds 
on Trent Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee : 
Tuomsox, Hexny, Newcastle upon “Tyne, Grocer New- | ——— 
castle upon Tyne Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 | Leeds 


Tuomas, Joux, Brecon, Solicitors’ Clerk Merthyr Tydfil | Sr go ge ye Te ee eee Northampton, | 
T A Eesis Ord Dec ti Surrw — Tuomas, Crowfield, Suffolk, Farm 
ukNER, Mary Cuan.orre, Lorne Park, Bournemouth | ff Ree, 36, Pri ces st, yp tentang 


> iin os 7 12 

Des ing house Proprietor Poole Pet Dec 24 Ord | Saree, Wansmeven, pon 

Wuirte, s Ricuarp, Liverpool, Ironmonger | 

Liverpool Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 G P 
Wuymax, Tuomas, Wednesfield, Builder Wolverhampton SNOWBALL, GEORGE, sen, 

Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 31 at 4 


Peascod st, Windsor 
Dee 30 Ord Dee 2 } | wares. A.rrep, Moreton 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avams, THomas Hexny, Tenbury, Worcester, Draper Jan | 13 at 2.30 Off Ree * Vi 
9at12 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley | Woop, Euiza, N 

Axsprrson, Jonn Wituram, Bramho Yorks, Farmer Jan | 
9at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeks 

Canter, Grorce, Hounslow, Butcher Jan 10 at 11.30 Off | 
Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Cocxre.t, Hanny, Gorleston, Painter Jan 9 at 1 
8, King st, Norwich 


Luton, Straw Hat Manuf: 
Lion Hotel, Luton 


’ Merchant Ronen te JESSE Ler, Horncastle, Lines, raper Jan 13at | Mivcuxt, Cuanies 


Scnorie.p, Ernest, Headingley, Leeds, Public Works Con- | 
Manager Jan 9 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park-row, 


Cc Cutlery Manufacturers Jan 13 at 12 Law Society’s 
Rooms, Hoole’s chmbrs, Bank 


w, Durham, Miner Jan 13 “4 
ft Hoe 2 lin a, Sautden! Waicut, Joszrn, Gt 


‘ | Waker, Kare, Mansfield, Notts, Grocer Jan 12 at 12 

Wriss, Lovisa, Oxford st, Dresamaker High Court Pet | " “Og Heo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Wericut, Joseru, Gt wv, Essex, Draper Colchester | v— ALBERT Victor, Windsor, Butcher Jan 10 at1 
Pet P Harrison, Launce.or Sedan ee: West Acton 

in the Marsh, Glos, Farmer 

Jan 9 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

| Wuirte, Corxenius Rie HARD, ‘Liverpool, 

om st, Live 


Rec, 4, Castle pl, ~—yN N 
Woopcrort, Arrnur, and 9 sacar Heyry Hanaraves, 


| Jan 16 at 11.15 Cups Hotel, Col 


Trinity uilder 
Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av, London = Sa ae. a! Se Green, ° 


nton Pet Sept 27 Ord Dec 30 


oorE, Brough, Yorks, Commission 


“ m upon Hull Pet Nov3 Ord Dec 90 
‘ * Scnoriztp, Arruun, Armley, Leeds, Public Works Con- | coln 
my ee vse Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich euatiee’ as ’ Tan? at Il Off Rec, 22, Park row, | NioitacaLy a Gainsborough, Clerk Lim 


Srorrarp, Tom, Hulland Ward, Doty, Manes Burton on 
Trent Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 
| Su a, Cuanrves E, Wimbleton I Provision Dealer King- 
m, Surrey Pet Oct 29 Ord Dec 30 
| Tuomsox, Hesry, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
| Turner, Mary Cuartorre, Lorne Park, Bournemouth, 
le House Proprietress Poole Pet Dec 24 Pet 


Bridge st, Northampton 
‘armer Jan 9 at 
| 
ALTER Siater, Sheffield, Dee 24 
. ¥ i Pet 

st, Sheffield Wnem, om, outed st, Dressmaker High Court 
Bentley, ey Travelling Draper 

Colchester Pet Dec 30 Oni Dec 

Amended notice substitute’ oi eat aa in the 

London Gazette o 23 


Brentford Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan. 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avperson, Jos, Ark nr Richmond, Yorks, 
Butcher N mn Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 
urers Jan 15 at2.45 Red | Broomri.p, Harrier, 
am 


1, Ironmonger Jan 
rpool 
Jan 12at 12.30 Off 


an, Hants, Grocer South- 
Pet Jan 1 Jan 





Off Rec, | Waicnt, Joseru, Gt Bentley, Essex, Seavelling Draper | Beck Epavunpv, Barmouth, Merioneth Aberystwyth 


Nov 20 Ord Jan 2 


FITHS, 
ars) Jan 
Guxs, a. 


SE, « 
Bo, Dee 
Jamas, Wit 

pary P 


ee T 
-_ YP 
KaEiGuLey, 

Dec 30 
Lovett, Ft 
Pet = 
RTIN, JO 
~ field F 

WBOLD, 
Berd Jol 
Para, THOS 

want 
YNE. LU 
a, 10 
PICKERING, 


PLAIsTER, § 
Carpen 
Purrick, F 
monge! 
Rattray, 
Builde 
Rcumonp, 
Pet De 
Riawer, " 
Jan 1 
Seance, / 
mout! 
Su.tu, T 
Jan 1 


— 
= 


ST. 1 


ae | Ee 


R 
2 


EE | eb] LEO] 








22 


— 
lors mt 


‘clock in 
O send 
onge Al 
fore Feb a, 
| th 


a ae 
‘Cor ae 
1 or before 
quidator 
send thet 
m Barrett 
Feb 16, 
tod “4 
Don on 
jUired, 
r debts r 
as, Liver. 


© Feb u, 
odes, 34 


’, to send 
n Bolton, 


m Cycle 
Nov 21 
rd Pet 
1 High 


msford 

High 
tafford 
reford, 


treen- 


Dec 4 
West 
4 


oram- 
Ord 


Jews- 


a 
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Courmay, Ricuarp Heyry, Burton on Trent, Ironmonger 
bn on Trent Pet Jani Ord Jan1 
Dixcey, WALTER, West Kilburn, Glass Defler High 
Court Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 
Durgayt, —_ Regent st High Court Pet Dec 5 
Ord Jan 


Foukes, on! arD Watter, Ram 
Agent Canterbury Pet Jan1 Ord Jan 1 

GonpMaAN, BARNet, Levis, Slipper Maker 
Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 

Gurrivas, WILLIAM, 1st Thomas 
Ord Jan 1 

Guys, Cuartes James, Sloane st, 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord Jan 2 

Huisz, Frev, Longton, Staffs, Photographer Longton 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Jan 1 

James, Wiet1aAm Cuarces, Folkestone, Solicitor Canter- 
bury Pet Dec2 Ord Jan 3 


Leeds 
Swansea Pet Jan 1 
High 


Pet 


Photographer 


Jouy ston, Tuomas Raitton, Rochdale, Toy Dealer Roch- 
dale Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 
Kewutey, BenxJsamin, Tkley Leeds Pet Dec 30 Ord 


ec 30 

fine, Freperick, Penzance, Potato Merchant Truro 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 

Marrix, Joun, Macclesfield, Silk Manufacturer Maccles- 
field Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan2 

Newsoip, Wittiam, Islington High Court Pet Jan 1 
Ord Jan 1 

Pans, Tuomas, Broadstairs Canterbury Pet Dec 22 Ord 

30 


Parse, Herpert Atstry, William st High Court Pet 
Nov10 Ord Dec 31 

Pickertnc, Daviv ALrrep, Kingston ong Hull, Bricklayer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan1 Ord Jan1 

Piarster, SipneyY Herpert, Rose Hill, Rednal, Worcester, 
Carpenter Birmingham Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

Purtick, Freper cK VALENTINE, Sudbury, Suffolk, Fish- 
monger Colchester Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 

Rarrray, Joux, Pontycymmer, Garw Valley, Glam, 
Builder Cardiff Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Recumoxp, Witu1AM Avsert, Ilford, Draper Chelmsfor] 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 

—. Tuomas, Liverpool Liverpool Pet Jan 1 Ord 
an 1 


Seance, Atuert Epwarp, Portsmouth, Grocer Ports- 
mouth Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 
Su.tu, Tuomas, Leicester Leicester Pet Jan 1 Ord 


Jan 1 


gate, Manufacturer's | 
Waite, _--&. Henry, St Leo 


GARDNER, 


SPENCER, i ee Bradford, Butcher Bradford Pet Harris, Pauret, Bristol Jan 14 at 12.15 Off Rec, 26, 


Jan3 Ord Jan 


a 

wa Mo 13 “Ord J 

Wises, betemag all Babbacombe, Torquay, ‘House 
Decora‘ Exeter Pet Jan1 Ord Jan 1 


Hastings Pet Jan1 Ord Jan 1 
Witurams, Joun, Lianrwst, Denbigh, Farmer Portmadoc 
Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan 1 
Amended Notice substituted o- that published in the 
London Gazette of Dee 16: 
Horseman, Witiiam, and George WitiiaAm SoTHeray, 
West eee, Builders Sunderland Pet Nov 25 


Amended rs otice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 30: 

Pemberton, Arruur Epwis, Ashton on Mersey, Cheshire, 
Electrical Engineer Manchester Pet Dec 6 Ord | 
Dee 22 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Asa, WituiAm Henry, Pelton Fell, nr Chester le Street, 
Durham, Brake Proprietor Jan 13 at 3 Of Rec, 2, 
John st, Sunderland 


; Berrnz, James, Tunstall, oo Jan 16 at 3 Off Rec, 


st, Newcastle, Staffo 
Booker, jaa Bradford 
29, Tyrrel st. st, Bradford 
Burroor, Henry, East Grinstead, Contractor Jan 13 at 
12.15 The Railway Hotel, East Gri 
Denys, Gu ADSTONE, Turnbridge, Huddersfield, Green- 
r’s Assistant Jan 13 at 3 Off Rec, ‘19, John 
illiam st, Huddersfield 
Dixcey, Watrer, Lonsdale rd, West 7 aeygg Glass Dealer 
Jan 15 at 11 ane * bldg: rey st 
Durrant, Haroip, Regent st aie at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 
Cuaries, Morriston, Glam, Steel Worker 
Jan 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, =. Alexandra rd, Swansea 
GotpMax, Baryet, Leeds, Slipper Maker Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 


Hatumay, 8 G, West Hampstead Jan 14 at12 Bank- 


ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Beerhouse Keeper Jan 14 at 3 | 
} , Salisbury 
Prosser, Water, Abertillery, Mon, Sepetnse Dealer 


te st, fe, Seem Promoter High Court | iam, WILLIAM 
1.30 


mards on Sea, Builder 
| 


ree eg — Walsall, Bricklayer Chester Pet Jan3 | Harrison, gn ear Neder te Acton Jan 16at1i2 
Room‘ 91, 


HARLES, Folkestone. ‘Bolicitor Jan 15 at 
Queen’s Hotel, Folkestone 
—_ 2 te DasigL, ee Builder Jan 15 atl 


JOHNSON, ic 4 ~~ Staffs, Anchor Manufac- 
turer Jan 14 at 12 Off ‘Ree, 199, Wolverhampton 


st, Dudley 
Jones, od Rees, Cardiff, Grocer Jan 14 at 12 Off 


St Mary’s st, Cardiff 


Ree, 1 
| Kees, iene. Ikley Jan 14 at12 Off Ree, 22 


row, 


| Park 
LENNARDDO, ‘Cuaries, West Gorton, Manchester, Baker 


| Mrtsom, ANDREW CHARLES, Bristol, 
Off 1 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Jan 14 at 3.30 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 
Martin, a. id, Si Manufacturer 
Rec, 23, King Bawaed st, Macclesfield 


lumber Jan 14 at 12 

Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 

—. ‘Kent, Coal Merchant Jan 13 at 
12.30 24, app, ion. — 

MorGan wansaper | LLEN, La neg Dedhcy Jan 14 at ll 
Off Ree, 199, Wolverhampton st 

PALMER, ‘AGNES, Mincral” Water Manu- 
facturer Jan 14at 11 174, ration st, Birminghham 

Payye, Herpert AIniey, King illiam st Jan 15 at ll 
Bankru; st 

Putiurres, Daxiret Rosert, Morriston, — Clerk 
Jan 13 at 12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, 8 

Ping Hex, , Portland, Dorset Jan 13 at 12.30 30 Off Rec, 


Mist, Wituam, 


Jan 13 at3 135, High st, Merthyr Ty 
Scuoes, bye 5 Manchester, Electrical Engineer Jan 
14 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, hester 
Sr a. > ALBERT Geesketien ion ey yn i 31 at 3 
% st, Portsmou 
Stew Poet ot E Harpina, Horsham rsham, Major General Jan 13 at 
2.30 Senior Off Ree, 24, Railway bi London Bridgé 
Srorrarp, Tom, Hulland Ww: 
3 


, Farmer Jan 13 at 
Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Sumyer, CHARLES ¥E, Wimbledon, P amg Dealer Jan lf 
at 11.30 24; Railway th Lond 
eet Hexny, Shieldfic Newéastle on Tyne, Grover 
Lbs 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon 








ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 
NEEDS HELP. 
J. G@ WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


© SOLICITORS for their Clients.—Fruit | 
Farms, as income-paying homes, situated in the finest | 
orange grove and = ard district of California, known as 
Mount Campbell. 
developed in 40-acre homesteads for residents, or as an 
investment for non-residents. Each 40 acres is guaranteed 





BAR EXAMINATIONS. | 


Special Preparation at 2 ancery-! 
ORAL (Private and Class) AN CORRESPONDENCE. 

Recent Results :—In October, 1902, of 16 Pupils sent 
up 13 passed—1 in First Class Honours. N Le hy 

a Lreacy Dury, Oct. 1902 - 3 out of 6 Pupils offered, 
ginal 20d (with record marks in Law), 2 at first 
April, 1902, 13 passed out of 14—3 in Honcurs. 
w to Become a Barrister,” post free, 10d. 


JOHN GIBSON, M.A. 
LAY. —Re-engagement Wanted, as Clerk 


to Barrister or Solicitor, by good Cobveyancer and 
very rapid Shorthand Writer; well educa literary, 
middle-aged, of good address; highest references; fees or 
Pees salary.—LiTeRatus, 762, Romford-road, Manor | 
ar’ 








extent, pty ye a sintment with a 
— of Pure 


to produce a net income of £500 to £1,500 when in full 
bearing, according to the variety of fruit planted. Returns | 
from first year onwar by arrangement in planting. | 
Previous knowledge not necessary, as planting and entire 
responsibility is undertaken and reo by the company | 
— the ———- is desirous of dispensing with their | 
‘he capital invested is absolutely secured, and for | 
pony one fond of an exceedingly pave | outdoor life, with a 


most remunerative occu coo ach surroun , aN 
sport in the ni —- this will prove an excellent 
opening.—For fullest 


This English settlement is being rapidly | 


d 
| ay 18 would be 
details send for our illustrated book | | divided. —Messrs. Gasser & t «x Sox, 3 Beate Agen its, opposite 


W ANTED, D, Care of Offices or Chambers (no 

Cooking) by respectable, middle-aged woman ; 

| active, Bm 4 no encumbrance ; own furniture ; strongly 

— by present employer (City) ; leaving owing 

) rearrangement of premises.— etters, Hovseketerer, 10, 
Swen iene Upper Thames-street, E.C. 


| RENTS COLLECTED and Estates Managed ; 
references to clients; Weekly Property Wanted to 
23, Budge-row, 





Purchase.—ALprRIDGE, Dover. as, & Co., 
E.C. Telephone 8015 Bank. 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS for Sale, 
£76 15s. gan tee eg gy £450; secured 
on 15 houses; anni 





(price 1s.), to Pacrric Coast HomestTEAD AND Propuce Co., Broadway Station, Ealing, W. 


13, Henrietta-street, Covent-garden, London, W.C. 





| Wan TED, by a Young Solicitor (admitted | 


in Augu st last), who has been practising to a small 
firm, with an ultimate 
a Partnership or otherwise, or would 
a Junior Partnership at once.—Vixceyt A. 





| AW.—Articles for 3 years, with small 
4 salary, Required by Clerk ; ‘good Conveyancing and 
1 experience ; competent to act without su ervision ; 
worker.—Srar, care of “ Solicitors’ Journal’ 
27, Chancery-lane, W.C 


AW PARTNERSHIP Wanted in a General 
4 Practice in London; share about £400 
Address, Box 420, care of “ Solicitors’ 
Chancery-lane, W. c. 


AW CLASSES.—Brrxseck InstTITUTION, 
44 Bream’s-buildings, Chancery-lane.—Evrn1nc CLassks 
in CommerciAL Law, Common Law and Bankru PTCy, 
Equiry and Coyveyancine. Prospectus on application. 


AW COSTS in all departments Drawn and 





ournal,”’. 27, 








Settled, from. papers or otherwise, for Delivery or | 


tion; moderate terms ; experienced draftsman, holding 
highest,testimonials ; London and Provinces.—LEx, care of 
m & Son, 81, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


M. A. (Cantab) holding Certificate of 

Merit of the Chartered Institute of Secre- 

b> sa Desires Secretarial or other appointment. Highest | 
erences. 

8, Gracechurch Street, City. 


~Address, CAntras, care of Cruesemann & Rouse, | 
WOLICITOR, B.A. Oxon., admitted 1897, 
uires Conv panting ag eae with plenty of work ; 


nine years with well-known city firm ; ; £200 or thereabouts. 
~G, ~G., care of R. J. Wigram & Co., Finsbury House, E.C. 


A SOLICITOR (aged 2 ve Requires Post (in 











the Partnership wh as Clerk, 
lng’ Litres, *Kiton, Hants. 


Sonciror (21), will be admitted early in 

isles go Desires a Managi — = super- 
Midlands preferred.— oy, H. + care of 
‘. Thomas Mallam & Co., ‘Solictors, Oxtord. 





’ Office, | 
| floors, or would be divided ; all roomsare well proportioned, | 


| light, and airy ; 
| Fareproruer, Ex1s, & Co., 29, Fleet-street, Temple-bar, E..C 
per annum.— | 


and Hal ) introduced for British Isles and 
with view to | 3 


Yr EMPLE (overlooking King’s Bench walk). 


Mataew, 9, Brackley-road, Beckenham, Kent. 





SOLICITORS and Others. — Nearly | 
opposite the Law Courts.—To be Let, a Building of 4 


low rent; immediate possession.- “Apply, | 





A® pg GENTLEMAN would 

Jad to Communicate with GENTLEMEN OF 
INFLUENCE able to INTRODUCE BUSINESS. — 
Address, in strict confidence, G. N., care of Streets, 30, 
Cornhill, E.C 


NEXPENSIVE EDUCATION for Sons of 
Gentlemen ; 24 guineas per annum; reduction to 
brothers ; vicar warden ; graduate masters; excellent edu- | 
cation, arrangements, games, references, &c.; healthy | 
village. — Address, Hrapmasrer, Schorne College, near | 





| Winslow. 





1 PARENTS.—A firm of Mechanical 


a Vacancy for a young irc. as 


Engineers has 
[a PUPIL.—H. 74, ** The Times” O: 


eae AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880), 189, 
and Visiting Gover- 





—Resident, Daily, 


Regent-street, W. 
— Lady Professors and ‘eachers, 
Chaperons, Companions, Lady Le gy (English 


Abroad ; Schools 
cational Homes recommended. 





- Well-furnished Suite of Chambers, comprising 
sitting and two bedrooms, kitchen, w.c., &e., newly 
decorated $ rent 4 guineas a week.—Davip J, Cuarrety, 


| 29a (corner of), Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 





OLICITORS, Mo , Trustees, and 

Owners ly of old or Leasehold Properties 

for Sale in Town or Country can find an immediate pur- 

chaser by send Sea to Retinep, 43, Pyrland- 

road, Landon, ‘condition as to a immaterial. 
Being actual purchaser, me commission required 





REEHOLD SHOP, suitable for trustees, 
fine position, main road, favourite district, North 
London ; let on lease to provision merchant at £90; price 
only £1 600 ( prac Saad cent).—AsuLey Gorvoy & Co., 38, Old 





| Ls "sowealOnoke GROUND - RENTS.— 
Several Choice Parcels for Sale, at twenty-two 


» Saving ever 43 “haem (over ninety years’ 
vaya ; half-year’s purchase be paid as commission or 
law costs, ani ent of Owner, oe = & Cov’s 


Advertisement Offices, 154-157, F 





TVYYPEWRITING and DUPLICATING in 


all branches accurately and eras executed. — Mrs. 
F pson, 2, Old Queen-street, mster. 


RIENT COMPANY’S PLEASURE 





CRUISES, 
By their Steamships “ CUZCO ” and “ ORIENT,” 
. From London, 
For BALEARIC ISLES, SOUTH .OF 


MOROCCO, 
FRANCE, SICILY CRETE, CYPRUS, SYRIA, 
PALESTINE, EGYPT, ALGERIA, e., 
February to 22nd A 
For SPAIN, pote OF FRANCE, 

GREECE, COSSEARTINOEES, ke., 

14th March to 27th April. 
Passengers travelling overland to Villefranche can leave 

London respectively on the 6th and 24th March. 

Fares From 50 To 90 GuINBAS, ACOURDING TO Capix. | 


F. GREEN & CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON & CO. 
Head Office: FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON, E.C. 


‘or Passage apply to the latter Firm, at 5, Fenchurech- 
avenue, E.C. Pg! to the West End Branch Office, 16, 


_ Cockspur-stieet, S.W. 
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Voug, A, Bit er eae, Ge , Company Peon Jan 15 at 12! Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID JOURNAL only, 268. 6d. ; Country, 28, 6d: Jan. I 
Wrexs, ineies Tes r. Babbacombe, Torquay, House | IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JounnaL und| Foreign 3ls. WESKLY REPORTER, & —— 
Decorator Jan 15 at 10.30 Off Ree, 9, ford =, Waexty Reporter, in Wrapper, 53:., Wrapper, 263. 6d.; Country or Foreign, LAW 
ie iccon tekg Caney: ee picks “a post-free (53 Noi. 1902-3). SoxtorroRs’ 28s. 6d. , : 
| 
Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the | ME YW E T H E S’ Capi 
Sonicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is A ; De 
requested that application be made direct to | REVEB! 
SYSTEM OF - 
the Publisher. at 27, Chancery-lane. 
WATER SUPPLY|§ — 
A SOLICITOR in large ar gee on the 
South Coast Desires an Articled Clerk, with a view to 
Partnership when admitted, and to enable Advertiser LA 
pts ng eg od to ESTATES, &c. 
lane, W.C. 
PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd | A Large § 
pea | Reports Prepared, 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 








49, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
INSURANCE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
4, CHANCERY LANE, WC. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSUGED EXCeeDs £460.000.000. 
MADAME TUSSAUD’ S EXHIBITION 
in connection with trains and "b from all parts). 
Well lighted, AS — well ventilated. 
REALI A A representing 
The MARTYRDOM of ST. THOMAS a BECKET, 
Now = View, in Hall of Tableaux. 
The World's Celebrities, 


OLD oo XMAS and the MONSTER LUCKY TUB. 


FREE DIPS. z 
FREE PRIZES TO ALL CHILDREN. 
AME TUSSAUD" 8 oe pod BAND. 


rs - yr =, + Prices. 

pen 9 a.m. to 10 p.m. 

Siuiniee, ts Is. + aioe under 12,64. Extra Rooms, 6d 
AME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, rm 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pastaamestazy Bitts. Misvres oy Evivescs, Booxs oF 
Bareeesct, Sratexerts or Ciam, Axswens, &0., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General acd Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of 7HE SOLICITURS JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTE:. 


GORWICH STREET, FETTER LARE LONDON £.C. 











Ou Exsarxe ayp Harriziv Pump. 


Pumps Fixed, 


Write for Pamphiet. 


©n up-to-date Principles. 








ELECTRIC LIGHTING: on Merryweathers’ Safe System. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 
68, LONG ACRE, LONDON, W.C. 





Suitab 
THE 











FOR (IRON) 


ING. 
uRO 








DLES, 


“ULWUSTRATED xe 
ome CATALOGUES Free 


LONDON OFFICES & SHOW ROOMS:~159 & /4¢/ CANNON sr. £e. 


Mort: 


WRITE TO cates 


THE 
MFRS. 

















SPROBAT i PUAUAT ; IONS | 
Wolghis & oO 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, prs ‘EC, and 17 & 18, ee 


Aa 





are respectfully 
mend ear Firm te 
requiring Valuations. 


pegupnensinsireres Suse orperere sss eee 


The Members of the LEGAL ag wee 
requested to kindly R 


a a 






LONDON, W. 
ESTABLISHED 1772, 
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